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SENATE.
WEDNESDAY, June 16, 1897.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.
Prayer by Rev. Huga JouxnsTON, D. D., of the city of Wash-

n.
he Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Woman's
Health Protective Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying the
President of the United States and the Senate to formulate such
treaties as will effectually prevent the difficulties arising between
the United States and other nations; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Chamber of Com-
merce of Milwaukee, Wis., prz:,iy:n for the passage of the Torrey
bankruptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He presented a memorial of the J. Miller Company, of
Racine, Wis., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on
tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of A. D, Fleming & Co., flax spin-
ners and 'Eleachers, of Albany, Wis., remonstrating against the
imposition of a duty on imported flax tow; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the Menasha Wooden Ware
Company, of Menasha, Wis., remonsfrating against a cha.n%'1 in
the present law governing the use of wooden tobacco pails; which
was ordered to lic on the table.

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of the Howard Furni-
ture Company, of Nashna; of Foster & Pinkham, of Henniker; of
Blake, Allen & Co., of Manchester, and of Crafts & Green, all in
the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating against any increase
in the present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty
on raw goatskins; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. DEBOE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Carrollton
and Catlettsburg, in the State of Kentucky, praying for the pas-
sage, at the earliest possible date, of such protective-tariff legis-
lation as will adeqnately secure American industrial products
against the competition of foreign labor; which were ordered to
‘lie on the table.

He also presented the petition of Rev. F. T. Hefferman, super-
‘intendent of the Louisville (Ky.) Church Workers and sundry
other citizens of Kentucky, praying for the repeal of the present
civil-service law; which was referred to the Committee on Civil
Service and Retrenchment.

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi-
zens of New York City and a petition of sundry citizens of Sodus
Point, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tarift
law: which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New York
City engaged in the lumber business, remonstrating against the
proposed duty of $2 per thousand feet on lumber; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented sun memorials of citizens of New York
City and sundry memorials of citizens of Norwich, Conn., re-
monstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer;
which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BATE. 1 ’Frasent, by re%uest, a petition of sundry citizens
of Georgetown, Tenn., praying for the passage, at the earliest pos-
sible date, of such protective-tariff legislation as will adequately
secure American industrial products against the competition of
foreign labor. I move that the petition lie on the table,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of members of the North
Carolina Liguor Dealers, Distillers, and Grape Growers’ Associa-
tion, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on
beer; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the North Carolina
Liquor Dealers, Distillers, and Grape Growers’ Association, remon-
strating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Concord, N. C.,
and a petition of sundry citizens of Greensboro, N. C., praying
for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordere
to lie on the table. N

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Grocers and Export-
ers’ Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of
the Torrey bankruptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Sixth Ward Republican Club,
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the present civil-
service law; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service
and Retrenchment.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lancaster,

Pa.,and a memorial of sundry brewers of Lancaster, Pa., remon-

AUTHENTICATED

*  US.GOVERNMENT

INFORMATION
GPO

strating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of 17 citizens of Philadelphia. of 53
citizens of Philadelphia, of 37 citizens of Norristown, 46 citizens
of McKean, 26 citizens of Allegheny County, 52 citizens of Penn-
sylvania, 100 citizens of Philadelphia, 77 citizens of Weissport,
and of Steelton Circle, No. 26, of Steelton, all in the State of Penn-
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting im-
migration; which were ordered to lie on the table.

e also presented petitions of 81 citizens of Minersville, of 47
citizens of Philadelphia, of 43 citizens of Philadelphia, 24 citizens
of Steelton, 24 citizens of Wilkesbarre, 84 citizens of Reading, 80
citizens of Philadelphia, 13 citizens of Philadelphia, 36 citizens of
Reading, 46 citizens of Philadelphia, of 9 citizens of Philadelphia,
and of the select and common councils of Philadelphia, all in the
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the early paasa@ie of the pend-
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

e also presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange
of Allegheny, Pa., and a petition of Local Union No. 131, Jour-
neymen Tailors’ Union of America, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for
the adoption of clause 666 in the pending tariff bill, limiting the
free importation of wearing apparel, etc.; which were ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the general assembly of Pennsyl-
vania, praying for the early p e of Senate bill No. 1747, re-
appointing and retiring Gen. David McMurtrie Gregg, late cap-
tain, Sixth United States Cavalry, and brevet major-general of
United States Volunteers, with the rank and grade of captain;
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. MILLS presented a memorial of Brewers’ Union No, 112,
of San Antonio, Tex., remonstrating against the proposed increase
of the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the C. A. Hibbard Boot
and Shoe Company, remonstrating against any increase in the
present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw
goatskins; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Emil Wulschuer & Son, of
New York City, praying that the duty on musical instruments
and parts for the same be provided for at the rate of 35 per cent
ad valorem; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, HANNA presented memorials of D, H. Gaumer and 19
other citizens, of E. W. Van Wagenen and 19 other citizens, of
‘W. T. Cosgrove and 19 other citizens, of S. A. Weller and 51 other
citizens, C. N. Ritter and 19 other citizens, 8. McCarthy and 16
other citizens, Lea Guthman and 19 other citizens, Otto A. Bauer
and 19 other citizens, William H. Smith and 19 other citizens, the
Sexton Furniture Company and 14 citizens, 1. W. Clark and 18
other citizens, A. Parsons and 45 other citizens, J. T. Crabbs and
52 other citizens, J. C. Fish and 51 other citizens, J. 8. Marquis
and 50 other citizens. W. J. Tappan and 51 other citizens, G, S.
Brum and 52 other citizens, Allen Thompson and 49 other citi-
zens, Dr. J. A, Francis, jr., and 18 other citizens, W. L, Rowland
and 49 other citizens, J. C. Fish and 52 other citizens, Harry L.
Peebles and 16 other citizens, A. S. Clark and 19 other citizens,
and of J. A. Knapp and 27 other citizens, all in the State of Ohio,
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to de-
stroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. FORAKER presented memorials of the Bailey Drug Com-
pany and 18 citizens, the Collier-Budd Coal Comg ny and 11 citi--
zens, of James Shiny and 19 other citizens, J. B. Olivers and 49
other citizens, E. W. Hunting and 18 other citizens, Edward QG.
Howard and 52 other citizens, J. H. Wilson and 19 other citizens,
Edward L. Meyersand 14 other citizens, and of William F. Gabell
and 17 ofher citizens, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating
against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the
ent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the (gm—
mittee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. BURROWS presented memorials of C. C, Snedeker and 52
other citizens, Wright, Kay & Co. and 39 other citizens, David
Long and 49 other citizens, Charles A. Strelinger and 45 other citi-
zens, H. C. Hubbin and 19 other citizens, and of Brown Bros. and
51 other citizens, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating
against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the pres-
ent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to present a large number
of memorials which have been sent to me to be presented to the
Senate, and I will ask the Secretary to note the name of the first
memorialist on each paper and the number of signers. I should
say that I have been informed, and from my examination believe
it to be true, that these memorials are signed by some 15,000 me-
morialists. I am also informed that most of them are citizens of
the State of Illinois. Thﬂi protest against the passage of the anti-
scalping bill. I should like to have the RECORD show the names,
not of all the memorialists, but the first name on each me
and the number that follow,
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab-
sence of objection.

The memorials are as follows:

Memorials of G. O. Burk and 49 other citizens, of Tower Daw-
son & Co. and 52 other citizens, of A. J. Shilling and 52 other cit-
izens, of H. Lan and 51 other citizens, of E. D. Read and 50 other
citizens, James D. Murphﬁand 50 other citizens, A. J. Reynolds
and 40 other citizens, J. R. Black and 52 other citizens, A. R.
Stanley and 52 other citizens, G. E. Ranaous and 19 other citizens,
F. Wiehle and 26 other citizens, O. F, Bridges and 19 other citi-
zens, J. F. Neunan and 52 other citizens, J. C. Hagenbuch and 17
other citizens, H. M. Shoub and 19 other citizens, J. H. Johnson
and 18 other citizens, D. H. Clarke and 19 other citizens, D, Ogdine
and 19 other citizens, H. Barkhansen and 19 other citizens, W. B.
Senmark and 50 other citizens, H. Cooting and 52 other citizens,
Robert Manning and 51 other citizens, Thomas Drury and 52
other citizens, L.. C. Noble and 49 other citizens, M. L. Brown
and 52 other citizens, S. Rice and 49 other citizens, J. Conarty
and 52 other citizens, E. Wilken and 52 other citizens, D. P. Shaw
and 50 other citizens, D. J. Riley and 52 other citizens, J. J.
Conerty and 52 other citizens, Harry Filkins and 51 other citizens,
J. J. Sullivan and 80 other citizens, H. Bottheim and 52 other
citizens, Charles Nebel and 49 other citizens, A, R. Shroeder and
51 other citizens, C. J. Roe and 51 other citizens, T. McArdle and
52 other citizens, W. W. Taylor and 52 other citizens, P. H. Wil-
son and 52 other citizens, H, Y, Whiteman and 52 other citizens,
W. G. Hargis and 52 other citizens, Charles Stornan and 51 other
citizens, L. C. Noble and 48 other citizens, W. A. Sager and 41
other citizens, N. O’'Brien and 43 other citizens, 8. Wilson and 52
other citizens, J. P, Warner and 51 other citizens, F. J. Thomla-
son and 19 other citizens, Filis Perl and 52 other citizens, Arnold
Schiess and 52 other citizens, George W. Nye and 52 other citizens,
F.J. Purdy and 52 other citizens, William McChesney and 49 other
citizens, Th. Williams and 52 other citizens, E. J, McCarty and 52
other citizens, M. Plunkett and 52 other citizens, E. P. Adams and
50 other citizens, A. N. Swigert and 52 other citizens, J. A. Keley
and 52 other citizens, F'. E. Hatfield and 52 other citizens, B. C. Teal
and 52 other citizens, M. Timmions and 20 other citizens, George D.
Hall, M. D., and 51 other citizens, E. J. Highland and 49 other citi-
zens,J. Hughes and 52 other citizens, W. O. Robertson and 52 other
citizens, A. J, Wilson and 52 other citizens, E. Flin and 52 other citi-
zens, R. Hand and 52 other citizens, J. T. Sullivan and 52 other cit-
izens, C. A. Davies and 52 other citizens, J. (. Eager and 51 other
citizens, H. Gundling and 52 other citizens, J. C. Duncan and 52
other citizens, L. B. Care and 52 other citizens, P. Lane and 52
other citizens, A. B. Horne and 51 other citizens, S. F, Erskine
and 52 other citizens, T. T. Hughes and 52 other citizens, P. J.
Holbrook and 52 other citizens, S. Lani{_a and 52 other citizens,
P. H. Wilson and 52 other citizens; J. N. Pincier and 51 other
citizens, W. H. Bromiley and 52 other citizens, M. Ginby and 52
other citizens, S. Lee and 52 other citizens, W. J. Fagan and 52
other citizens, C. A. Vim Velzu and 52 other citizens, W. J. Ten-
nison and 51 other citizens, J. C. Brooks and 52 other citizens,
Charles Langguth and 51 other citizens, E. Klosterman and 49
other citizens, N. Parson and 51 other citizens, M. Schellender and
52 other citizens, H. Uebel and 48 other citizens, M. Adler and 52
other citizens, William McChesney and 48 other citizens, A. B.
Rosenblum and 52 other citizens, William Force and 52 other citi-
zens, J. Weil & Bros. and 51 other citizens, M. P. Hooker and 49
other citizens, W. J. Salmon and 52 other citizens, W. McDevittand
53 other citizens, William Johnson and 14 other citizens, Hender-
son & Jampolis and 46 other citizens, Nelson Chesman and 52 other
citizens, E. E. Kelly and 51 other citizens, W. W. David and 52 other
citizens, George S. Lemon and 49 other citizens, M. Timmons and 19
other citizens, E. E. Duseman and 11 other citizens, E. R. Blake and
15 other citizens, The Fort Wayne Electric Corporation and 51 citi-
zens, T. P. Blanchard and 52 other citizens, J. Chuseman and 51
other citizens, . A. Washburn and 52 other citizens, W. H.
‘Wright and 52 other citizens, C. A. Van Velger and 52 other citi-
zens, J. A. Grant and 52 other citizens, E. Wertke and 52 other
citizens, J. J. Jones and 50 other citizens, W. Mangler and 52
other citizens, F. L. Clark and 52 other citizens, S. Jones and 52
other citizens, H. C. Nau and 52 other citizens, H. A. Williamson
and 51 other citizens, J, Schneider and 52 other citizens, Charles
Deubler and 51 other citizens, E. Simon and 51 other citizens, M,
Goldsmith and 51 other citizens, D. C. Clark and 52 other citizens,
William G. Morrison and 52 other citizens, 8. Singer and 57 other
citizens, N. H. Daly and 52 other citizens, G. 8. Glurehauf and 52
other citizens, J. Ascher and 52 other citizens, J. N. Mason and
50 other citizens, B. Amheim and 52 other citizens, L. Cohn and
17 other citizens, A. Arenson and 52 other citizens, D. Camp
and 52 other citizens, A. R. Mitchell and 52 other citizens,
E. V. Doran and 52 other citizens, C. Langguth and 52 other
citizens, L. C. Marks & Co. and 52 other citizens, J. Valentine
and 52 other citizens, P. J. Metty and 49 other citizens, W.
Cronan and 52 other citizens, M. Connors and 52 other citizens,
G. P, Burke and 49 other citizens, Grossman, Michelson & Co,

and 52 other citizens, J. C. Wagner and 52 other citizens, E. Gold-
man & Co. and 51 other citizens, S. J. Hirsch and 52 other citi-
zens, J. G. McGre%or and 52 other citizens, P. P. Sly and 52
other citizens, E. Selmond and 52 other citizens, D, Heyman and
52 other citizens, Isaac F'. Rubel and 52 other citizens, W. Hud-
son and 52 other citizens, J. Cheesman and 51 other citizens,
A. Kennedy and 52 other citizens, Joe Hart and 50 other citizens,
John F, Flynn and 29 other citizens, Frank Keene and 51 other
citizens, B. J. Daniels and 52 other citizens, D. E. Morton and 52
other citizens, J. G. Jordan and 52 other citizens, George L. Rus-
sell and 50 other citizens, Edw. Cummings and 51 other citizens,
W. J. Salmon and 52 other citizens, C. J. 'feiber and 52 other citi-
zens, the Munwegen & Weiss Manufacturing Company and 52
citizens, D. Kahn & Co.and 52 other citizens, Charles P. Root and
52 other citizens, Thomas B. O'Hara and 52 other citizens, J. Rob-
erts and 52 other citizens," Adolph Moses and 11 other citizens,
Henry Stern and 52 other citizens, H. G. Nye and 51 other citi-
zens, Samuel Cains and 51 other citizens, Will, Miller and 52 other
citizens, W. W. Wilder and 52 other citizens, J. A. Duggan and 52
other citizens, G. Mendrick and 52 other citizens, G. W. Hambaugh
and 52 other citizens, H. S. Rice and 52 other citizens, G. Nunene-
ger and 49 other citizens, J, H. Brannan and 31 other citizens, F. A,
Rogers and 52 other citizens, R. Nixon and 52 other citizens,
Charles H. Ames and 22 other citizens, Pettibone, Mulliken & Co,
and 49 other citizens, Emil K. Costerman and 49 other citizens, L. S.
Kenlay and 52 other citizens, J. N. Mason and 51 other citizens,
E. Baird and 52 other citizens, Carl Muller and 52 other citizens,
F. M. Goodman and 52 other citizens, James O’Brien and 51 other
citizens, Joseph Friedman and 19 other citizens, H. R. Platt and
52 other citizens, E. H. Brown and 52 other citizens, Capt. Jack
Cranford and 52 other citizens, S. Adams and 51 other citizens,
M. S. Hartman and 50 other citizens, E. J. Hill and 52 other citi-
zens, W. J. Jackson and 52 other citizens, O. E. Pardee and 51
other citizens, M. Gimbel & Sons and 52 other citizens, J. 8.
Heath and 52 other citizens, E. Hart and 52 other citizens, A.
Brown and 36 other citizens, Robert S. Brinton and 52 other citi-
zens, B, Meyer and 52 other citizens, J. S. Horeland and 51 other
citizens, the Cole Lithographing Company and 50 citizens, R. M,
Atkinson and 52 other citizens, T. 8. Rapp and 52 other citizens,
James Thompson Drug Manufacturing Company and 52 citizens,
S. J. Strickland and 50 other citizens, 8, Tanzer and 17 other citi-
zens, E, A, Luflin and 39 other citizens, J, F. Adams and 52 other
citizens, T. Jacobs and 49 other citizens, S. Fishel and 51 other citi-
zens, W. Eigendrath and 51 other citizens, J, E. Lamard and 48
other citizens, J. E. Laman and 49 other citizens, W. M. Umb-
denstock and 52 other citizens, W. H. Jones and 52 other citizens,
‘W. Eberhardt and 51 other citizens, C. L. Feladamf and 17 other
citizens, M. T. Sterling and 52 other citizens, F. Beck and 45 other
citizens, (. C. Joseph and 51 other citizens, H. J. Faulkner and
51 other citizens, A. J. Wilson and 52 other citizens, R. S. Turmia
and 52 other citizens, H. Ganz and 51 other citizens, H: Y. White-
mon and 52 other citizens, J. C. Salomon and 51 other citizens,
M. P. Hooker and 49 other citizens, A. L. Dean & Co. and 52 other
citizens, J. McCormick and 52 other citizens, H. C. McDonald and
52 other citizens, C. S. Garrett and 52 other citizens, and J. W.
Patterson and 52 other citizens, all in the State of Illinois.

Mr. CULLOM. The memorials presented by my colleague
should be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce,
did not hear any statement as to their reference.

Mr. MASON. That is correct.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will be so referred.

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of George W. Maddock,
Riresidant of the Boston nger Leather Tanners’ Club, of Boston,

ass., relative to the tariff on hides and leather. I move thatthe
memorial lie on the table, and that it be printed as a document,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CHANDLER. I present sundry memorials as to a matter
that is immediately pemﬁ'n before one of the committees of this
body—sundry memorials of citizens of New Hampshire and other
States, remonstrating against the enactmment of the antiscalping
bill, so called.

The memorialists represent that *‘ the bill would destroy a nat-
ural and legal right to dispose of one’s own property in the open
market.” They say ‘‘it would enable the strong railroad systems
to shut out the weak lines on through business and thus destro
competition,” that ‘‘it would send a citizen to prison and bran
him with infamy for disposing of his own Froperty, while impos-
ingkgo penalty upon the railroad company for a failure to redeem
tickets, as provided,” and it also declares that ‘*the business of
ticket brokerage is directly in the interest of the traveling public.”
I ask that the memorials may be rately noted in the RECORD,
and referred fo the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

The memorials were referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce, as follows:

Memorials of J. M. Pearion and 19 other citizens, E. C. Eart-
man and 14 other citizens, G. Sheltry and 9 other citizens, 8,
Brooks and 18 other citizens, S. Gasper and 17 other citizens, 8. Ge
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EKobler and 50 other citizens, C. P. Kenyon and 18 other citizens,
Wright & Lynch and 51 other citizens, H. F. Bancker and 51
other citizens, S. F. Ellis and 50 other citizens, F. A. Milliken
and 51 other citizens, Dr. 8. Olin Leech and 51 other citizens,
George L. Barr and 52 other citizens, H. E. Mitchell and 52 other
citizens, Carl Rosenburger and 52 other citizens, and George A.
Berry & Co. and 19 other citizens.

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of J. M, Pearson
and 58 other citizens of Suncook, N. H., remonstrating against
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present sys-
tem of ticket brokerage; which was ordered to lie on the table.

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE.

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildin
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1056) to provide
for a public building at Cleveland, Ohio, reported it without
amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8. 2146) grantinga ion
to Susan Kroeson, widow of Thomas Kroeson, late a soldier in
the Union Army during the war of the rebellion; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally
1(-:313(1 twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on

A1mSs:

A bill (8. 2147) for the relief of Mrs. Celia Ford, late a laun-
dress in Battery F, Second Regiment United States Artillery; and

A bill (8. 2148) for the relief of the legal representatives of
Merrick, Merrick & Cope,

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2149) for the relief of
Richard C. Silence; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Claims.

ELECTRIC RAILWAY LINE OVER THE POTOMAC.

Mr. PENROSE submitted the following concurrent resolution;
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia:

Resolved by the Senate (the Hmmeegf Represenlatives concurring), That the
electric railway line from the Agueduct Bridge to Fort Myer and Arlington
may, with the permission and under the direction of the Becretary of War,
be eéxtended across the Aqueduct Bridge on or near the east sidewalk: Pro-
vided, That all cost of such extension be Fa.ul by the railway company
%‘Hﬁe that this permission may be revoked by the Secretary of War at any

IMPROVEMENT OF CAPE CHARLES HARBOR.

Mr. SEWELL submitted the following concurrent resolution;
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce:

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representalives
coneurring), %lmt the Secretary of War is hereby directed to prepare and
submit plans and estimates for the further improvement of the harbor and
approaches at Cape Charles City, Va., by the construction of a stone break-
water on the south side of the cut leading to Cape Charles Harbor, similar
to the breakwater which has just been completed on the north side; and for
sundry drodg{xnng near Old Plantation Light, in the cut leading tothe harbor,
&]2&1':;11{ ing vessels to go in and out of the harbor without danger or

¥

FREDALINE GLASTETTER.

Mr, COCKRELL. On the 16th day of March last I introduced
a bill (8. 303) granting a pension to Fredaline Glastetter. He has
passed beyond the reach of the beneficence of the Government,
and I move that the Committee on Pensions be discharged from
its g::irther consideration, and that the bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

The motion was agreed to.

THE TARIFF BILL.

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of House bill 879.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro-
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries
of the United States.

; The reading of the bill was resumed at page 70, line 25, as fol-
OWS:

245. Cheese, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound.

236, Milk, fresh, 2 cents per gallon.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was not aware that the bill had
been takenup. Iwas looking atsomething else, Ishould be glad
to have a moment's delay.

I should like to have an understanding with the Senator from
Towa. There are a considerable number of amendments here
where the rates have been raised, as we think, unreasonably, and
we would like to have votes upon propositions to reduce them.
At the same time we do not want to delay the Senate by taking a
vote on every single paragraph. If there were to be no point of
order made as to our going back to make the motion, I was think-
ing that we would perhaps allow a half dozen par phs to goat
a time, and then move to strike out in each one of the paragraphs
the objectionable rate and to substitute what we propose, and
have one vote on the whole. I am aware, if we allow a paragraph
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to pass, the Senator in charge of the bill can make the point, if
he chooses, that the agraph has gone by and we can not return
to it. If that point is to be made, of course we shall have to ask
for separate votes as we go along.

Mr. ALLISON. I thoroughly sympathize with the Senator
from Arkansas in his desire to make the utmost speed in the con-
sideration of the bill consistent with the care that we ought to
take in its examination. Therefore I assure him, npon the sug-
gestion now made by him, that I shall make no point of order.

Mr, VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 236, in order to put
fresh milk upon the free list, as it is under the existing law. I
call attention to the fact that in 1896 we exported $270,453 worth
of milk and imported 19,100 worth. Here is an article of prime
necessity, entirely healthy, necetsa.rly to the comfort, indeed, to
the life of a large portionof our people. Itherefore move to strike
out the paragraph in order to put fresh milk upon the free list,
where it is now.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen-
ator from Missouri will be stated.

The SECRETARY., Strike out paragraph 236 in the following
W :

Milk, fresh, 2 cents per gallon.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para-
graph 237, page 71, line 2, after the word “of,” to strike out **all
coverings and packing material” and insert “‘immediate cover-
ings;” so as to make the paragraph read:

257. Milk, preserved or condensed, or sterilized by heating or other proc-
esses, including weight of immediate coverings, 2 cents per pound; sugar of
milk, 5 cents per pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out “2 cents a
pound,” in line 5, and insert ** 20 per cent ad valorem.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection tothe amend-
memropo.?.cd by the committee? The Chair hears none, and itis
agr to. The Senator from Arkansas moves an amendment
which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Inline 5, page 71, it is osed to strike out
€2 cents Eﬂ' und” and insert * 20 cent ad valorem.”

Mr. JO 5 of Arkansas. And strike out *“5 cents per
pound ” and insert ** 20 per cent ad valorem.”

The SECRETARY. Also, in lines 5 and 6, strike ont ** 5 cents per
pound ” and insert *“20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the
paragraph read: [

237. Milk, preserved or condensed, or sterilized by heating or other proe-

esses, inclu Ilu&) weight of immediate coverings, per cent ad valorem;

sugar of milk, 20 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The manufacture of condensed milk
was begun just before the war, and has developed rapidly duri
and since then. There are now about ten factories in the Ul::I.iIt:g
States that make abont 40,000,000 1-pound cans of condensed milk
annually. Five of these belong to the New York Condensed Milk
Company and two to the Anglo-Swiss Company. Of these seven,
four are in New York and three in Illinois.

When the factory employees and the dairy farmers in the vicin-
ity of these establishments learned that McKinley had given the
condensed-milk men all the duty they wished on preserved milk
and had removed the duty on sugar, which in this particular case
the foreigner refused to pay, they were jubilant, DPrwea‘ of milk
and wages were to be greatly advanc This was the under-
standing all along the line. Whatever might be the effect of this
new tariff act on other industries, it was certain to help the dairy
farmer and the workgrs in the condensed-milk factories. But
behold! When the condensed-milk men met and fixed the prices
they would pay for milk for the year 1891, instead of being higher,
they were found to be lower than for fifteen or twenty years,
averaging only 3 cents per quart for winter and 24 cents for sum-
mer months,

The wage earners in this highly protected industry can shake
hands with the farmers, for all have been equally benefited by the
tariff. Matters are somewhat different with the factory owners,
who are now selling condensed milk somewhat higher than in
1890, and are now, because of cheaper sugar, making at least 1
cent more on each pound can, or $400,000 a year, thongh they had
made their millions under the old duty. Of course, with such a
high dnty and such enormous profits, it was unbecoming for these
men to depend upon the crude and amateurish methods of organ-
ization that had before bound them together. They must put
their stock in a syndicate and bave it sold in the exchanges.
Hence, on December 2, 1801, the Associated Press contained the
following from Chicago.

A special -

“Itis m‘l’sg"i“;‘?.ﬁ“fﬁii" el completed for the transfer to an
English syndicate of the five k-condensing factories at Carpentersville
IIL, and at Brewster, Wassaic, and Walden, N. Y. They have been owned
by the Borden and Milbank families for over twentyAﬂ):re years. The pur
c price is not stated, but as their net revenue last vear is said to have

been over §50,000, it must be $12,000,000 or §15,000,000. The Bordgg heirs liv-

ing here and in California are now in New York on this business.
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This trust is now in shape to hold fast all the McKinley Act
gave it and to dictate wages and prices on everything bought and
sold. Moreover, they can and probably will soon begin to give
extra discount to foreigners, who now purchase about $200,000
worth of condensed milk a year from us.

There can be no reason in making this increased tax on this
article of prime necessity. The claim that it is done for the pur-

e of increasing wages of employees is absolutely disproved by
g: history of this product. The rate that I have proposed by the
amendment I have offered is the one under the existing law at
this time, nnder which large quantities of this article are being
exported, I understand, and there is practically none being im-

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas.
The amendment was rejected.
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par-
ph 238, page 71, line 8, after the word ‘‘ Beans,” to strike out
“fifty " and insert ‘*‘ forty;"” so as to make the paragraph read:
238. Beans, 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds.
Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to allow
. this paragraph to be passed over.
Mr. ALLISON. Very well.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from
Wisconsin, the paragraph will be passed over temporarily.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par-
agraph 239, e T1, line 13, after the word “all,” to strike out
“coverings and packing material” and insert ‘'tins, jars, and
other immediate coverings;” so as to make the paragraph read:

230. Beans, , and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars,
bottles, or r pm:kggeei 2& cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem,
Sy e R e i S ot It
;:ﬁft:éd‘:]; proviﬂod? fol:-wig this ict, and fish paste or sauce, 40 per cent

* The amendment was agreed to.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

240, Cabbages, 3 cents each.

Mr. VEST. Under the existing law cabbages are upon the free
list. I move to strike out the paragraph with a view to putting
them upon the free list.

The 13?(3]3}-PRESI]Z)]':IN’I‘. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out paragraph 240, ‘* Cab-

bn’fes', 3 cents each.”
. The amendment was rejected.

The next paragraph was read, as follows:

241. Cider, 5 cents per gallon.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I draw the line on cider. After
three weeks of arduous labor, we have succeeded npon this side
of the Chamber in making only one reduction in the bill, and that
was a quarter of a cent upon anvils, Now we have the cider put
on the‘iiutiable list. The official reports show that we exported
of cider during 1896, $47,670 worth and imported $1,704 worth.

I appeal to New England to put this article upon the free list.
Every one of us, and we have all been boys, must go back to rem-
iniscences of boyhood in order to find an argument, and a very
conclusive one, in behalf of free cider. There can be no pretense
that this is in the line of protection, because we supply the do-
mestic market and export nearly $50,000 worth of this innocent

beverage.

Mr.%RAY. It is not for revenue.

Mr. VEST. It isnot for revenue, because we imported only six-
teen or seventeen hundred dollars’ worthsduring 18986, If thereis
a temperance man upon the other side of the Chamber, I appeal
to him. My judgment, formed upon observation and vefiy con-
siderable experience, is that the use of light wines, beer, and cider
is the right road to temperance. The American people néver will
be a temperance P&O{llﬁ until we quit the fierce, maddening, life
and soul destroying liquors above proof in alcohol and adopt the
continental system.

One good thing, at least, they have in Europe, the use of beer
and light wines. I believe it is almost a crime in these modern
days to confess that yon have been to Europe. I saw a gquotation
from a distinguished statesman upon my own ride in politics the
other day where he thanked God he was too much of an Ameri-
can ever to have been to Europe. Well, I have been to Europe.
I went there for my health, and I am very sorry I am not there

now. .

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator if it is not the fact
that that statesman was himself born in Enrope?

Mr. VEST. No; he is a native-born American. He thanked
God that he never had been there, and said he was too much of
an American ever to go there. I said that I wished I was there
now. I would infinitely rather be there, on account of my health
and comfort, than to be struggling hopelessly over this tariff bill.

Mr. FRYE. Give it up.

Mr, VEST. We can not always give up these things. Every

public man has sometimes to take hold of a live wire, and he can
not let go. 1 eaw my friend the chairman of the Commerce
Committee, with whom I have labored so many years, wrestling
and struggling with a strong disposition to piscatorial exercises,
when he felt he was compelled to stay here and wrestle with finan-
cial and economic questions.

I have been to Europe, Mr. President. Iwent there from neces-
sity, and the necessity arose from the fact that you can get no rest
in this country. I makenoapology forit. With telephones, tele-
graphs, and the demands npon every man, even in private life, and
much more in public life, there is no rest in this rushing, worry-
ing, irritating American life of ours unless we go abroad.

I do not propose to open up the temperance question, but I am
defending cider, the liqguid of our boyhood, the beverage that
‘* cheers but not inebriates,” that sparkles at every New England
festival and in every New England home and in the West and
South wherever the apple israised and used. Upon the Continent
of Europe you can see from five to fifteen thonsand people—men,
women, and children—assembled in the gardens every afternoon in
family groups, drinking wine and beer and listening to music—nota
loud word, not a boisterous expression, the home preserved. If you
had that many Americans there, under our system of bibulation,
it would not be ten minutes until you would Eear the yell of some
drunken ruffian and the music of the revolver.

If we want temperance in this country—and I am in perfect
sincerity when I say so—we must ¢ our methods of drink-
ing. The desire for some sort of stimulus is natural to mankind.
Wga read in the Bible that as far back as the days of Noah he had
not joined the Sons of Temperance. If we would have real, trune
temperance, obedient tonatural appetites, in this country, we must
do away with these strong liquors and go back to light wines and
the drinks of our childhood—milk, water, and cider.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me? I
think it would have been better for Noah if he had joined the
Sons of Temperance.

Mr. VEST. Baut he did not join them. That is the point I am
making. Weare told that fhe races of men were divided, and the
descendants of Ham were put into slavery becanse Ham, instead
of protecting the old man’s weakness, ridiculed him, and the result
was that his descendants became slaves.

Mr. President, I make this appeal earnestly in favor of cider.
I have heard that at one time there was a distingunished member
of this body who came in when a financial bill was being discussed
by Senator Sherman, of Ohio. InthoseearlydaysSenator Sherman
was advocating an increased tax upon whisky, nothing like what
we have now, but it was considered then an enormouns increase,
This Senator came in, d;foaited his hat and gloves npon his desk
before him, and said, ‘ May I interrupt the ator from Ohio?”
Mr. Sherman yielded the floor, and this Senator said: *Mr. Pres-
ident, I understand that whisky has no friends in this Chamber,
I am the friend of whisky, and whisky is my friend. It builds up
the strong and destroys the weak.” And he retired from the
Chamber after that declaration in favor of his favorite beverage.

If whisky conld have an advocate, how many advocates ought
cider to have, the beverage of sobriety, the beverage of home?
What excuse is there for putting it upon the dutiable list, when
we export the amount I have named and receive nothing in the
shape of revenue? I appeal frankly and earnestly to New Eng-
land to come to the rescue of cider. :

I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to my amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion is on the amendment
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] to strike ont paragraph
241, ** Cider, 5 cents per gallon,” on which he demands the yeas and

nays.

’Ehe yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Avorica]. If he
were here, I should vote * yea.”

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called).
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge]. I would vote
‘““‘yea " if he were present.

r. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). Ihavea
general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but I trans-
fer that pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr, TELLER], and they
will remain paired. I make this announcement for the day.

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general

ir with the senior Senator from Michigan [ Mr. McMILLAN |, who,

understand, is not in the Chamber. I therefore withhold my
vote. If he were here, I should vote ** yea."”

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Has the junior
Senator from Sonth Carolina [Mr. McLAURIN] voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted.

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam paired with the junior Senator from
Sounth Carolina. If he were present, I should vote “nay.”

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY],

I am paired with the
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The roll call was concluded. Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from Iowa if dried blood is not
Mr, TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURS- | now on the free list?
TON] voted? Mr. ALLISON. Itison the free list.
VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. Mr. VEST. And it is proposed now to put a duty of 3 cents a

Mr. TILLMAN. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore
withhold my vote.

Mr. PASCO. Has the Senator from Washington [Mr, WILSON]
voted? J

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted.

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore I
withhold nﬁivote. If he were present, I should vote *“yea.”

Mr. FAULENER (after having voted in the affirmative). I
am paired with my colleague the Senator from West Virginia

Mr. ELkiNs].  Ido notsee him in the Chamber. I should like

know whether he has voted.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted.

Mr. FAULENER. I withdraw my vote.

Mr. GEAR. 1 am paired with the Senator from New Jersey

glr. Symita]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from
assachusetts [Mr. LobGE], and vote ‘‘nay.”
‘Mr. CLAY. Itransfer my,Pair to the Senator from New Jersey

[Mr. SyiTH], and vote * yea.
Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I am
ired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLING-

N]. As he is not present, I withdraw my vote.
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows:
YEAS-21
o Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Vest,
Bate, Heitfeld, Murphy, Walthall,
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, W hite.
Clay, enney, Rawlins,
Cocirel]‘ Mills, Roach,
Gray, s Turpie,
NAYS—23
Allison, Fairbanks, Hoar, Platt, Conn.
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, Platt, N. Y.
T, Frye, Mason, uay,
ndler, Gallinger, Morrill, well,
om, Gear, Nelson, ngmer.
avis, Hanna, Penrose, Stewart,
boe, Hawley, Perkins, Wetmore.
NOT VOTING—0.
Aldrich, Faulkner, McEnery, Shon
Allen, George, MeLau: Smith,
Baker, Gorman, MeMi Teller,
Butler, Hale, Mallory, Thurston,
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mantle, Tillman,
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Turner,
Chilton, Jones, Nev. Pasco, Warren
Clark Kyle, Pattiﬁ:ew. Welling*:on.
Daniel, Lindsay, Pritchard, Wilson,
Elkins, Lodge, Proctor, Wolcott.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WHITE sul;lse%gently said: Thave been advised that I voted | paragr
e

in the absence of t nator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP], with whom
Iam paired. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my vote. I
had not observed that the Senator from Idaho was not here.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California asks
leave to withdraw his vote on the previous roll call. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none.

The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para-
graph 242, page 71, line 21, after the word ** Eggs,” to insert *‘not
specially provided for in this act;” so as to make the paragraph

242. Eggs, not specially provided for in this act, 5 cents per dozen.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. VEST. Imove to strike out * five” and insert * three;” so
as to read: g

Eggs, not specially provided for in this act, 8 cents per dozen.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Missouri.

Mr, VEST. I wish to call the attention of my friends who are
anxious to secure revenue to the fact as shown by the official re-
port. In 1893, under the McKinley Act, at 5 cents a dozen, there
were brought into this country $392,616 worth of eggs. In 1896,
under a reduction to 3 cents per dozen under the Wilson Act, we
brought in $88,701 worth. So if it is desired, as I understand is
the case, to obtain revenue, I would suggest that the present duty
be retained. Therefore I make the motion.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendmeént of the Committee on Finance was, in par-
agraph 243, page 71, line 23, after the words ‘‘ ad valorem,” to
strike out the semicolon and the words ‘‘ albumen, 5 cents per
pound;” so as to make the paragraph read:

3. Eggs, yolk of, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the majority of the committee, I
move to insert after the words ‘*ad valorem,” and in lieu of the
part stricken out, the following:

- Albumen, egg, or dried blood, 3 cents per pound; dried blood whensgoluble,
1} cents per pound.

pound upon it?
ber. LISON, Three centsapound on egg albumen and dried

ood.

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that the official report
shows no imports at all of the yolk of eggs. This duty of 25 per
cenf ad valorem can not be imposed for the purpose of protecting
the American prodnction, as none comes in from abroad at all.
In other words, we absolutely control the domestic market. In
addition to that, under the amendment the Senator puts 3 cents -
per pound, I understand, upon albumen and 3 cents per pound
upon dried blood.

Mr. ALLISON. Dried-blood albumen.

Mr, VEST. Dried-blood albumen, Now,willtheSenator please
explain why he wants to take that article off the free list?

Mr. ALLISON. The House provided for a duty of 5 cents
pound. It is largely produced in our own country and impo:
also. We struck it ont, but on a reexamination we provide for a
small duty.

Mr. VEST. I could not hear what the Senator from Iowa said.
'Will he be kind enoungh to repeat his statement?

Mr. ALLISON. e lgrmvide a small duty in lieu of 5 cents a
pound provided for by the House, The House provision is 5 cents
a pound, We insert 3 cents for egg albumen or dried-blood albu-
men, and 14 cents for dried blood when soluble.

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to say that they are the
same thing?

Mr. ALLISON. They are not the same thing, but they are like
things, used for the same purposes.

Mr. GRAY, What are those purposes, may I ask the Senator?
Mr, VEST. I understand that it is a hospital article.

Mr. ALLISON. They are used largely in purifying cloths, ete.
Mr. VEST. They are also used in icinal preparations,
Mr, ALLISON. They are used in the man ture of beer as

well.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. VEST. Let us have a vote on that amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the committee amendment?

Mr. VEST. Ido not call for the yeas and nays. I want a viva

voce vote,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, which includes
the amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in
aph 244, page 72, line 1, after the word ‘‘Hay,"” to strike
out **$§4 per ton” and insert **$3.50 per ton, gross weight;"” so as to
make the paragraph read:

244. Hay, §3.50 per ton, gross weight.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out *$3.50” and in-
sert ““$2.” I call attention to the fact that the revenue derived
from a tax of $4 a ton was about $900,000, and the revenne de-
rived from a tax of $2 a ton was $2,700,000—three times as much
revenue on the rate of §2 a ton as there was on the rate of $4 a

ton.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansastothe amendment of the committee,

Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the committee, I withdraw the
amendment proposed by the committee, and will allow the vote to
be taken on the House provision.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will let me have
a vote taken on the Ero osition I have made.

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I ask for the yeas and nays on my
amendment. The Senator from Iowa proposes to raise the pro-
posed Senate committee rate of $3.50 a ton to $4 a ton. I ask fog
a vote by yeas and nays on my amendment reducing the rate to$2.

Mr. QUAY. Will the Secretary have the kindness to state the
amendment?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
g;oposeg by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr JoNEs], which will

stated.

The SECRETARY. The committee amendment to pa aph 244
having been withdrawn, it is proposed to strike out “$4” and insert
¢4 $2;” s0 as to read:

24. Hay, $ per ton.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr, ELRINS], If he were
present, I should vote *‘ yea.”

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am
Eaired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. (LARK].

e is not present, I withhold my vote.
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Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], and there-
fore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote * yea.”

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iagain announce my
pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLsox]. If he
were present, I shounld vote * yea.”

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called).
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY}.

Mr. TILLMAN (when hisname was called), I again announce
m{‘gm'r with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr, THURSTON].

e roll call was concluded.

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. Smrra]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Massachu-
getts [Mr. LopGE], and vote “nay.”

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the affirmative).
if the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] has voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not.

Mr. WHITE. I am paired with that Semator, and therefore

-withdraw my vote.

Mr. BURROWS. I notiee that the senior Senator from Louisi-
ana [Mr. CAFFERY] isnot present. Iam paired with that Senator,
and reqtg:st that my vote may be withdrawn. Tvoted withoutob-

I am paired with

I inquire

sell'l\'in absence. I ask leave to withdraw my vote on the last
roll call.
Thrtlg ICE-PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, it will be so
I

Mr. WHITE. Isnggest to the Senator from Michigan that we
mixglt exchange pairsand vote. Iam paired with the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. SHouUr] and the Senator from Michigan is paired with
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. If the Senator has
no objection, I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Louisiana
[Mr. CAFFERY], and that will enable the Senator from Michigan
and m]gaelf to vote. :

Mr. BURROWS. That will be entirely agreeable tome.
“nay.”

Ml{ WHITE. 1vote “yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 29; as follows:

Ivote

YEAS—23.
¢ Cockrell, MeLaurin, Roach,
Bate, ray, Mills, Turpie,

- Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Vest,
Butler, Jones, Ark. Morgan, ‘Walthall,
Chilton, Eenney, Murphy, ‘White.
Clay, Ty, Pettus,

> NAYB—29.

Allison; Foraker, Masor &my
Burrows, Gallinger, Mo we =
Carter. . Penrose, Spooner,
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, ellington,
Cullom, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, ‘Wetmore.
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Conn.
Deboe, Kyle, Platt, N. Y,
Fairbanks, McBride,

NOT VOTING—37.
Aldrich, George, Mallory, Teller,
Allen, Gorman, Mantle, Thurston,
Baker, Hale, Martin, Tillman,
Caffery, Hanna, Nelson, Turner,
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Pasco, Warren,
Clark, Hs.wlei} Proctor, Wilson,
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Rawlins, Wolcott.
Elkins, Lindsay, Shoup,
Faulkner, Lodge, Smit!
Frye, McMillan, Ste

So the amendment was rejected.
The next paragraph was read, as follows:

245. Honey, 20 cents per gallon.

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out “‘twenty” and insert ** ten,”
which is the rate in the present law. ;

The SECRETARY. In line 8, page 72, it is proposed to strike out
“ twenty ” and insert * ten;” so as to read:

245. Honey, 10 cents per gallon.

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the official report of ex-
ports and imports. ‘We exported of honey in 1896, §90,959 worth,
and we imported $17.632 worth, showing an excess of exports over
imports of more than §70,000 in the year 1896. There can not be
any pretense of the necessity for protection to this simple produc-
tion, and it certainly does not bring us any revenue. I can not
see any necessity for imposing this duty upon an article entirely
harmless and entirel '

The VICE-PRESIDENT. %he question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST].
e amendment was rejected.
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 246, page 72, line 4,

after the word * Hops,” to strike out * fifteen " and insert ** twelve;”
80 as to read:

246. Hops, 12 cents per pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Imove toamend the proposed amend-
ment by striking out ** twelve” and inserting *‘ eight.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment
will be stated. i

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the committee amend-
ment, on page 72, line 4, after the word ** Hops,” by striking out
““twelve” and inserting ‘‘eight;” so as to read:

246. Hops, 8§ cents perpound.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
to the amendment.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihaveacommunication from a num-
ber of hop exporters and importers showing the condition of the
trade in hops. and, as it seems to me, the absolute uselessness of
this increase in the present tariff. The rate proposed by me is
that which is now the law. I will read a statement made by these
gentlemen showing the condition of this trade:

No. 35 PEARL STREET, NEW YORK Crry, March 29, 1897. U
To the Senate Finance Committee of the United States, Washington, D. C.:

The undemiimed. hop merchants, exporters and importers, respectfully
submit the following statement of facts in relation to the hop trade, to dem-
onstrate that the p_rnggﬁud Jincrease in the dutyon hops from 8 cents to 15
cents ]per pound will be an injury rather than a benefit to the producer, that
it will be a hardship to the consumer, and that it will probably prove of no
aﬂ;‘:ﬁnwgﬁ whatever from a revenue point of view, and is therefore against
public poliey.

Firat. The present duty of 8 cents per pound affords Pgrotection to the ex-
tent of fully 110 per cent upon the average cost of producing hops in America.
In proof of this it may be stated that on the Paciilc Slope, where three-fifths
of the total American crop is now produced, ‘h(}pﬂ can grown, hary
cured, and baled. ready for nmrkeE at a cost of only 6 cents per pound, an
can be delivered in New York at T} cents. A large proportion of the Oregon
crop of 1596 was sold under contract by growers at 6 cents per lpollnd six
months before harvest time.and before they had ineurred any outlay for the
purpose of cultivation. In New York State, which produces the other two-
fifths of the American crop, the cost of production is popularly supposed to
be 10 cents per pound, but without doubt a large proportion of the cropis
now being produced at a much lower cost.

Becond. R’he annual exports of American hops absorb about one-third of
our production and have me such a serious menace to the English grow-
ers that they are continually beseeching Parlinment to protect them against
American competition. During the past three ien:ra the volume of exports
ll;a.ve averaged nearly half the total quantity of hops consumed by American

rewars.

Third. The small quantity of European hops which are imported to this
country do not really enter into competition with the home product. They
are used for special purposes by brewers of high-grade beers, who blend them
with American hops in the proportion of about one to ten, mainly to impart
to their beer a certain flavor which can not be acquired in any other way,
and which will enable them to successfully imitate the flavor of foreign beers.
Their special value consists in their peculiar aroma, and it is doubtful if in
g:'her_ respects they possess as much merit as our home product for general

ewing p g

Fourth. The ratio of imports to exports is, on the average, about 1 to
7 and the extent to which imported hops may be said to displace onr
native hops is certainly not over 7 per cent of the total consumption of the
United States. Even this small displacement is probably fully balanced by
the extent to which our exporters are relieved from the competition of
Germany in the London market. It is an axiom in the hop trade that Lon-
don makes our prices, so that the exports of German hops to England are of
vastly more importance to the American grower than are the exports of
German hops to the United States. In this connection attention should be
called to a report made by Louis Stern, United States commercial agent at
Bamberg, September 14, 1806, u%o‘n the German hop trade, setting forth how
seriously the trade in German hops is threatened by American competition
in the English market.

And yet we are proposing to protect the American market against
competition of this kind, when we are threatening their market
abroad and selling a large percentage of our hops.

Fifth. The past four years in the hop trade have been marked by an era
of low result from constant overproduction. This conclusion is
evident from the fact that the consumption of beer has not d ,show-
ing that the situation was not influenced by the general business depression.
The plain truth of the matter is that the ma&mit‘y of the wers in New
York State can not successfully compete with those on the fic Coast, and
it is therefore the refinement of cruelty to bolster them up by creating in
t.heil;-i ﬁgﬁa a false impression of the probable benefit to them of a practically
pro ve tariff.

Sixth. With regard to the revenue from imported hops, the statistics of
the Treasury Department will show that the revenue derived from hops un-
der the operation of the McKinley bill (when the duty was 15 cents per
pound) was less than during the same period prior thereto, when the duty
was only 8 cents per pound. )

Your attention is to the following resolution, which was adopted
unanimously at a full maednﬁot‘lif hognmamhagts and growers held in New
g:rk on tgpﬂti 2, 1804, and embodied a petition sent to the United States

nate, to wit:

“ Resolved, That the hop trade as a unit deplores the action of the Finance
Committee of the United States Senate in having recommended a change in
the ‘hu}) schedule of the Wilson bill, recently passed by the House of Repre-

sentatives, whereby the tariﬂonhg:fsistobachangedtmmas ific to
an ad valorem duty, and that the said hop trade unn.nimousvl? titions the
honorable the Senate of the United States to reinstate the schedule

of specific duty.
** Resolved, That although the opinion of diferent members of the trade
has been at variance as to the amonnt of said ific dut

., they have, after
a conference with the hop growers throughout the State of New York, nnited
in petitioning that the rate established by the House of Representatives, to

wit, 8 cents per pound, be adopted by the Senate.”

‘We respectfully submit that the proposal to increase the duty u h
is undesirable fmfm every point of \Eiow. and is calculated to cast SM
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1}1 theiprotecuun idea. We ask your committee to grant us the privilege
a hearing.
Very respectfully,
Hugh F. Fox, 35 Pear] street, New York; Rothbarth & Sons, 35
uﬁ’em‘l street, New York; T. Rosenwald & Co., 15 Water street,
New York; E. Wattenberg Co.,14 Broad street, New York;
Martin Rothbarth & Co., 26 Whitehall street, New York; E.
Uchtmann, 17 and 19 Broadway, New York; Carl Ullmann &
Co., 17 and 19 Broadway, New York; Hugo Reisinger, 38 Beaver
street, New York; 8. 8. SBteiner, 23 Whitehall street, New
York: M. Seidenberger’s Sons, 25 Whitehall street, New York;
C. & L. Heidenheimer, 13 Stone street, New York: Paul Reine-
mann, 22 Whitehall street, New York: Charles Zoller,12 Water
street, New York: F. W. Simonds & Son, 18 South William
street. New York; Geo. W. Elkins & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.;
Daole Bros. Co., Boston. Mass.; Falk, Wormser & Co., Chicago.
IL; Chas. L. Kiewert & Co., Milwaukee. Wis.; Meyer Suppl‘g
Co., St. Louis, Mo,; L. R. Van Derveer, Buffalo, N, Y.; Elsas
Pritz, Cincinnati, Ohio; A. Lehman & Co., Cincinnati, Ohio;
Herman Goepper & Co., Cincinnati, Ohio: A, Magnus's Sons,
Chicago, 11l.; Cleveland Brewers' Bupply Co., Cleveland, Ohio.

The specific duty of 8 cents a pound put in that bill was under-
stood to be entirely satisfactory to the hop growers at that time.
Now, notwithstanding the fact that there is only about 7 per cent
of the total consumption of hops imported into the United States,
notwithstanding the fact that we ship abroad from a third toa
half of all the hops raised in the United States, and notwithstand-
ing the fact that American hops regulate the prices and value of
hops in the London markets, it is proposed to go through the form
of undertaking to increase the price of American hops by raising
this duty. There can not be any pretense that it is to raise rev-
enue, because the importation of hops is infinitesimal, and the
duty can have no effect, except probably locally, to interfere with
the natural operations of trade.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I realize the fact that it is hopeless
to obtain any reduction of the items in this tariff bill. I am
simply discharging a duty placed nupon me by a brother Senator
when I send to the desk a communication from the brewers of
the city of St. Lonis—which has a very large brewing interest—
asking that the duty on hops be put back to 8 cents, as under the
existing law.

1 want to state, Mr. President, that the evidence is incontesta-
ble that these foreign hops are absolutely necessary to the Ameri-
can brewer, and that they do not interfere with the hop-growing
interest of the United States, because, as my colleagne on the
committee [Mr. JoxNEs of Arkansas] says, large quantities of
American hops are sent abroad and sold in Europe at a profit.
There is no rivalry between the foreign hops and the hops grown
in the United States, and especially in Oregon.

I send to the desk the communication, and ask that it be read.
It is very short.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the
Secretary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

8. Lovis, Mo., April 10, 159).
Hons. GEORGE (. VEST and FRANCIs M. COCKRELL,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:

‘We, the nndersigned. represenﬁng:uhstpgﬁa.l]y the entire brewing inter-
est of the eity of St. Louis, Mo., hereby petition you, praying for the reasons
S il T BEA G e e
Wilson tarift bill n Y 3 %

ow pending.
8T. Lovis BREWING Ass'N,
ELLIS WAINWRIGHT, Prest.
ANHEUSER-BUSCH B. Ass'N,
ADOLPHUS BUSCH, Prest.
THE AMERICAN BrREWING Co.,

xG Co.,
HEROLD, Prest.

NATIONAL BREWERY Co.,

Per HENRY GRIESEDIECK, JR., Prest.
CoLuMBIA BREWING Co.,

Per CHAS. F. KOEHLER, Prest.
W. J. Lemp Brewixg Co.,
W. J. LEMP, Prest.

Mr. VEST. Here is a communication, in addition to that sent
to me by the St. Louis brewers, accompanied by a letter from
Hon. Ashbel P. Fitch, formerly a member of Congress from New
York. This represents the wishes and opinions of the entire
brewing interest of the city of New York.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

From the i}oint. of view of the protectionists the pro; increase of the

duty on foreign h must appear exceedingly illogical for these reasons, viz:

First. Because the American hop growers are not in any manner affected

by the importation of foreign hops, which does not amount to 10 per cent of
the entire quantity of hops consumed in American breweries.

Second. Because the question of ** pauper iabor,” which isthe determining
factor in all legislation of a protective character, is not involved at all in this
case. since the exportation of American hops to the pauper-ridden countries
of Europe ex by 75 per cent the importation of foreign hops to this coun-
try—the actual fi for seven ?vaars (1882 to 1888) being, exportation
54,978,722 nds, importation 83,217,477 pounds. (See Statistical Abstract,
'I‘rmury‘l)g:partment, for 1888.)

Third. Because the small quantity of foreign hops consumed in American

° breweries, being used merel{ for the pu of producing certain flavors
to certain plants of oreﬁ: wt;zmn not, and unless the market
muniylatad by speonlators o erswill not, affect the price of Amer-

ican hops, but will have the effect either of terminating such importations—
which is not likely—or of compelling the brewer to pay a higher price for
such hops, through an additional and unnecessary tax. It can be shown that
the home production exceeds the home demands; but it has also to show that
the surplus of domestic production or consumption finds a remigmketin
Europe at prices rivaling those paid for the foreign articlein England. {The
latter is borne out bﬁem.nny American hop growers, amopg them one Mr.
Clark, who appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means.) Here we
have, then, an inversion of the fundamental theory of the protectionist
the AmericanFroducer, far from needing protection against ** g&u T g!
has successfully entered the European markets and *downed™ tgtee foreign
Rmducer. The money which the American brewer paid for foreign hops
uring the seven years (1882 to 1888) amounted to §7,486,239; the money which
the American farmer received for hops sold in panper-ridden Europe
amounted to S14.702.739.

What is said concerning the probable effect or rather noneffect of an in-
ereased duty upon home prices applies, of course, only to a normal state of
affairs; but it will readily be understood that sharp dealers, and the strong.
est support of the proposed increase emanatesfrom dealers, may, by a combi-
nation of favorable circumstances and their own shrewdness, so manipulate
the market as to enhance prices in a manner that will not at all increase the
yrofits of the producer, but simply those of the middlemen.

In the event of a failure of the American hop crops the poor-protected
farmer will not be saved by an increased duty, but the brewer would be com-
pelled to seek supply in foreign markets and pay for it an exorbitant taxinto
the national Treasury, already too plethoric for the common welfare.

The salient point of the opposition to an increased duty may be summed
up ina few sentences. The object of protection is to guard the American
producer against the competition of the purchasersof the cheap commodities.

In our case the fact is that foreign hops are by far dearer on account of
duties, cost of transportation, ete., than the American product, while the
American product is being sold with profit to the American producer in
Enropean markets at foreign prices.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoONES] to the amend-
ment reported by the committee,

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. .

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe]; but I transfer that
pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMiTH]. and vote ** yea.”

Mr. FAULKNER (when his nume was called). I am paired
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS].

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMiTH] to the junior Sen-
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobag], and vote “nay.”

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Rawrixs]. If he were pres-
ent, I should vote *‘ nay.”

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I announce now
for the day my pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr.
McMrLLaN]. If he were here, I should vote *“ yea.”

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I ‘a&ain announce
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLsox]. If he
were present, I shonld vote ‘* yea.”

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with
the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY].

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Iam Eu‘ed
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. his
absence, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote
un_ay." ¢

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. CJLFFERT] , but I transfer that pair to the Senator
from Nev Mr. JoxEs], and vote **nay.”

Mr. PROCTOR. I have announced my pair with the junior
Senator from Florida [Mr. MAaLLORY]. but I will transfer that
pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], and vote *‘ nay.”

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I am pai with the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansprouGH]. Otherwise I
should vote **yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows:

YEAS-22,
Bacon, . Mills,
Bate, Mitchell,
Berry, i Morgan,
Chilton,

Murphy,
Gockirelt,

Sewell,

%Eooner.

Wetmore.

L1

Aldrich,
Allen,
Baker,
Butler,
Caffery,

Rawlins,
Roach,
NAYBS-28,
Allison, Fairbanks, Kyle,
Burrows, Foraker, M{-Bri.do,
Carter, Fra{ﬁ, Morrill,
Chandler, Gallinger, Nelson,
Cullom, (Gear, Penrose,
Davis, Hawioy. Perkins,
Deboe Hoar, Platt, C
NOT VOTING—89.
Cannon, George, Heitfeld,
Chrk.L Hale, Jones, Nev,
Danie Hanng. 5, Lindsay,
Elkins, Hansbron, %
Faulkner, H&rﬁs,Kfns. M ,
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MeMillan, Pasco, Smith, Wellington,
Mallory, Pettigrew, Stewart, White,
Mantle, Pettus, Teller, ‘Wilson,

" Martin, nay, Turner, Wolcott.

. 1, oup, Warren,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.
thmé' ;}L{LLISON. I move to add to the paragraph what I send to

e desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT., The amendment will be stated.
m’gha SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 246 it is proposed to

H{;p extract and lupulin, 50 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Iowa will
explain something abont the significance of the amendment.

r. ALLISON. Hop extract is imported; 1 pound of it con-

tains the essence of 12 pounds of hops, and it issold at a very high

rice.
. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. About what price?

Mr. ALLISON. Hop extract sells for $1 a pound.

Mr. VEST. Is there any estimate in the comparative state-
ment as to hop extract and lupulin?

Mr. ALLIS%N. I have a memorandum here covering the cost.
Hop extract sells for §1 per pound.

. VEST. Is there anything in the comparative statement
about it?

Mr. ALLISON. No. Hop lupulin is the hops treated so as to

t out all there is in the hops, so that a pound of lupulin is equal
gabo t 4 pounds of hops.

Mr. Vﬁ What are these articles used for?

Mr. ALLISON. For the same purposes that hops are used for.

Mr, GALLINGER. And for medicinal purposes.

Mr. ALLISON. And for medicinal p%oses as well. The
are simply the value of the hops extracted and put in a s
compass.

M}-J. WHITE. The Senator says they are used for medicinal

7
r. GALLINGER. They are.

Mr. WHITE. Would they not then come under the general
medicinal ation classification?

Mr. AL N. Isuppose they would. We propose to make
the du%ﬁo r cent ad valorem. L

Mr. HI}])TEE. Are they used for anything except medicinal

?
. ALLISON. They are used for the same pn.?osea in brew-
i(:}:f that hops are and for all purposes for which hops are used.
course, if hops are made into extracts in this way, they would
get a much lower rate than is provided for here, unless we make
an ad valorem rate.

Mr. GRAY. What is the revenue to be produced?

Mr. ALLISON. Ifis not very large.

Mr. GRAY. It is not a revenue measure?

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; absolutelyso. It is with a view of
securing the revenue both from hops and the extract of hops that
the amendment is proposed.

Mr. GRAY., I understood the Senator first answered that there
would be very little revenue.

Mr. ALLISON, Very little revenue compared with the revenue
from articles largely imported. Of course hops is not a very large
article of importation.

Mr. . Are there any statistics giving the amount im-
ported into this country either of hop extract or lupulin?

Mr, ALLISON. It is impossible to give the figures, because
the articles come now under the basket clause of the tariff act.
I think there ought to be no objection to this amendment.

Mr. GRAY. It strikes me that before the amendment is voted
on we ought to understand whether this tax will not be a serious
burden upon an article which, according to the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], is a medicinal preparation; and I
can understand that it is used as a tonie for invalids, and especially
in hospitals, and that there must be some really very weighty rea-
gon why we should burden that class of our people with this addi-
tional tax. I think that all such tonics and nutritives should be
on the free list, nnless there is some good reason to the cont‘rar}r.

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think this article is used very largely
for medicinal purposes. 2

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to. 4

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at paragraph
247, as follows:

247. Omions, 40 cents per bushel.

Mr, VEST. Imove to strike out *forty” and insert *“thirty;”
go as to read, ** 30 cents per bushel,” which is the existing law.

pu

I wish to say a word, but without any hope of changing the
result. Itis due to the current history of tariff, I think, that it
should be stated. We exported of the ordinary American onion
$61,000 worth, and we imported largely more than that of Ber-
muda onions, but the Bermuda onion, as will be seen by the tes-
timony before the Ways and Means Committee, does not at all
compete with the onion of the United States. It is an entirely
different species of the same genus, and it comes at a time when
we produce no onions in this country, even under the hothouse
system. The Bermuda onion comes to the United States in Jan-
uary, and from that on until March, and as soon as the American
crop comes into the market, the Bermuda onion is not imported
here at all and ceases to be a competitor.

Now, the effect of this %rovisicm doubling the duty over existing
taxation on this vegetable is simply to make those persons who,
after a long, hard winter, and especially in the Northern States,
desire some vegetable to relieve the natural craving of the stom-
ach and appetite for some vegetable or fruit, pay twice as much
as they do now in the shape of taxation. I believeitis an admitted
fact by experts in hygiene—naval, military, civilian—that no veg-
etable is equal to the onion in its beneficent effects on the human
system. Iheard General Hardee, who, whatever might have been
his position in the war, was recognized as the finest hygienic au-
thoritﬂin the world, admitted all’over Europe to be so, declare
once that if you would give him a sufficient supply of onions on
shipboard or in the army, he would pledge his life that scurvy
would never appear.

‘When our troops were in front of Atlanta, and,on account of
defending in the trenches without moving, were to scu
and all the diseases incident to the want of exercise and insuffi-
cient food, the farmers of Georgia called nﬁ General Hardee,
through their representative men, and asked him what they should
bring to reliete the army. He said ‘‘Onions, onions;" and they
were brought there, as many Senators around me know, in at
wagonloads, dumped down in the trenches, and the men ate them,
oftentimes withoutsalt. The army was healthy, as healthy as any
army that could be found, considering the position in which it was

placed.

Now, why should we put a double duty on this vegetable, which
does not compete with those grown in the United States, which -
are absolutely necessary at the time of the year when they come
in? 1 leave the matter to the Senate,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment (froposed by the Senator from Missouri.

The amendment was rejected.
st;rtgg VICE-PRESIDENT. The committes amendment will be

The SECRETARY. After the word ¢ bushel,” in paragraph 247,
line g. page 72, it is proposed to strike out * garlic, 1 cent per
pound.”

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the committee, I
withdraw the committee amendment,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment will be
considered as withdrawn.

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to amend the bill by inserting
before the words “ one cent” the words ¢ three-fourths of;” so as
to read, “garlic, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.”

Mr. JO of Arkansas. I hope the Senate will stand by the
committee in its first recommendation,

Mr. VEST. The amendment puts back, I understand, a duty
of three-quarters of a cent a pound on garlic.

Mr. ALLISON. Three-quarters of a cent. 1 understand we
can produce garlic in this country very largely.

Mr. VEST. Why do you put this duty on, then?

Mr. ALLISON. I do noft think it will do any harm. It is a
small provision.

Mr. T. If, as the Senator says, we can produce plenty of
garlic in this country, why do you want to put three-fourths of a
cent protective duty on it? I am afraid to continue the discus-
sion, however, for fear the Senator from Iowa will put it back to
1 cent a pound, like the old preacher who said, ‘‘Blessed are ye
who ct nothing, for ye shall not be disappointed.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 248, line 9, page 72,
after the word “ dried,” to insert **20 cents per bushel;” so as to
make the paragraph read:

248. Pease, 1;mza:rl. in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar pack , 40 cents
per bushel of 60 unds; pease, dried. cents per bushel; split pease, 50
cents per bushel of 60 Jxmnds; pease in cartons, papers, or other small pack-
ages, 1 cent per pound. 3

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment. In line 8
I move to strike out ** forty ” and insert ** thirty;” in line 9 I move
to strike out *‘ twenty " and insert ** thirfy;” in line 10 I move to
strike out *‘ fifty ” and insert * forty.”
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed in line 8 to strike out * forty "
and insert ¢ thirty;” in line 9 to strike out ** twenty ” and insert
“thirty;” and in line 10 to strike out ** fifty ” and insert ** forty;"”
80 as to make the paragraph read:

248, Pease, green, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar 30 cents
per bushel of 60 pounds; pease, dried, 30 cents per bushel; split pease, 4
cantsFer bushel of ﬁudpounds; pease in cartons, papers, or other small pack-
ages, | cent per pound.

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa
what is the duty in the existing law upon pease, green, in bulk or
in barrels. sacks, or similar packages. 1 have it marked free. I
move to strike ont all of paragraph 248 down to and including
the word ** pounds,” in line 8, for the purpose of placing those
articles, pease, green, in bulk, etc., on the free list, where they
are now.

I call attention to the fact that by the comparative statement of
exports and imports we exported, in 1896, 365'2,000 worth of pease
and beans and imported $297,000 worth, being about three times
as many exported as imported; and yet we take this article off
the free list and propose to put upon it the high duty of 40 cents,
I believe reduced now to 30 cents, under the amendment. I move
to strike out the lines I have indicated, so as to leave the article
where it is now.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In order to perfect the text first, the
amendment of the committee is in order. The question is on
agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Finance as
modified.

The amendment as modified was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
%:n:::dment of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out what will

The Secretary read as follows:

Pease, green, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages, 30 cents per
bushel of 60 pounds.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. ALLI1SON. I move to insert a new paragraph after line 12,
to be called paragraph 248},

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph
the following:

. Orchids, palms, dracenas, crotons, and azaleas, ;
Tuzﬁm h actgstﬁs. narcissi, 10111::1%& llhn:&”ﬁf‘ias of thﬂgﬁz‘;ﬁ;ﬁ&%ﬂ:ﬁ!iﬁ%&
bulbg’:bu{bom roots, or corms which are cultivated for their flowers, 30 per
cent ad valorem. Natural flowers of all ds, preserved or fresh, suitable
for decorative purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem.

Mr, VEST, I promised myself not to consume-any time unless
compelled to do it. This is a case of compulsion. ‘I am bound to
say, with great respect, that the proposed amendment is an out-
rage. That weshould change the existing law and put a duty now
upon these flowers in their natural condition, or preserved and
bronght in here to decorate our homes or to adorn the dead, is an
outrage, in my judgment. It is intended for but one purpose, and
that is to enable a lot of nurserymen in this country to charge the
people of the United States more for their products. You can not
obtain from one of these nurseries an ordinary rose for less than
15 or 25 cents, and some of them are as high as a dollar. They
have now, I believe, forty-four different varieties of roses, and the
price goes up until a man of ordinary means is guilty of criminal
extravagance if he buys even one of them. o down here and
1:1'{ to buy one of the American Beauties or Jack roses,

saw some the other day, and, attracted by their beauty, I went
in and priced them. They were $2.50 a dozen. I contented my-
self by smelling one and walking out. What next will be taxed?
The air we breathe? If our Republican friends conld find some
sort of new invention to seize the atmosphere, they would not only
tax the whole of it in the concrete, but tax the nitrogen and the
oxygen.

. GRAY. The raw materials.

Mr. VEST. The raw materials. They have taxed everything,
and now the flower that adorns the humble home of the poor man,
brightens the sick chamber, or goes nupon the coffin of our dead is
to be put up by this enormous duty to enable the nurserymen in
the United States to rob and plunder, for that is the whole mean-
ing of it in plain English. I hope the Senate will vote the amend-
ment down, but it is a faint hope.

Mr. ALLISON, I do not wish to occupy time. Under the act
of 1894, the existing law, the great necessity of life known as or-
chids, which are found in every poor man’s home in great quan-
tities, and lilies of the valley are already taxed 10 per cent.  The
Senator from Missouri four years ago did not observe the absolute
m&rt&nca of these things to the poor man’s home.

. VEST. LetmeinterrnpttheSenator from Iowa. He onght
go be fq’ir. Is there anything in the act of 1894 that taxes natural

owers? 2

Mr. ALLISON. Let me read the act:

Orchids—

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes.

Mr. ALLISON—

lilies of the valley, azaleas, palms, and other plants used for forcing under
r8—

glass for cut flowe:

Mr. VEST. Yes.
Mr. ALLISON—
or decorative purposes, 10 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. VEST. That is right.

Mr. ALLISON. We have increased it only slightly.

Mr. VEST. You have now extended it to all natural flowers—
a violet or a rose.

Mr. ALLISON. Used for the same purpose.

Mr. VEST. If applies toany fresh flowers that comein, There
is no such provision in the act of 1894.

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read, and we will see
lllgﬁ‘: many are incorporated in it that are not found in the act of

The Secretary again read the amendment. y

Mr. ALLISON. We have substantially included the same ar-
ticles put in the act of 1894——

Mr. VEST. No; I beg pardon.

Mr. ALLISON. Except under the stress of revenue we have
increased the ad valorem. I hope the Senator from. Missouri will
not make any further objection to it.

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa and I ought to deal with
each other frankly. We have known each other a long time, and
have served here together a long time. Does he mean to say that
hte lléa& ;mt put into this item anything except what is in the act
o

Mr. ALLISON. 'We have pnt in some other things of like char-
acter, but only two or three others,

Mr. VEST. You include bulbs of all sorts.

Mr. ALLISON. Those of like character; similar things,

Mr. GRAY. How about daisies.

Mr. ALLISON. We do not include daisies. They are of do-
mestic growth.

Mr. VEST. I have not a copy of the act of 1894 before me.

Mr. WHITE. I have it.

Mr, VEST. Will the Senator read it?

Mr. WHITE. The act of 1884 in this respect reads as follows:

Orchids, lily of the valley, azaleas, palms, and other plants used for forcing
under glass for ent flowers or decorative purposes, 10 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. VEST. Is that all?

Mr, WHITE. Yes; that is all.

Mr. VEST. Here is the way the amendment reads:

Orchids, palms, dracgenas, crotons, and azaleas, 30 per cent ad valorem.
Tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other
bulrmmns roots, or corms which are cultivated for their flowers, 30 per
cent ad valorem. 5

Then follows a provision which never was heard of before:

Natural flowers—

Natural lowers—

orlnl;lkinds, preserved or fresh, suitable for decorative purposes, 80 per cent
ad valorem. f

I'am not able to give the information which my friend the Sena-
tor from Texangr. Miris] asks, whether the amendment includes
doﬂ: fennel and Jamestown weed.

. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator that it does not.

Mr. VEST. It must include Jamestown weed, because that has
a flower, and a very beautiful one.

Mr. ALLISON. It wonld only be included where it is used for
decorative purposes in some great city house.

Mr, VEST. I have seen Jamestown weed used for decorative
purposes, and it is a very beautiful flower.

I am fully justified, comparing the act of 1894 and the pro
amendment, in stating that this is an entire innovation, and was
never before heard of in a tariff measure.

Mr. ALLISON. Only a word more. We found in the existing
law these flowers used for purposes of luxury bearing a duty of 10
per cent ad valorem. If people go to the pains of importing flow-
ers expensive in their character for Furposes of adornment and
luxury, why should they not pay a little revenue? Thatis all there
is about it.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator
from Iowa a question in this connection. I am perfectly willing
to put a tax, and I do not object to putting an increased tax,
on high-grade flowers, such as orchids and some of the others
with nnpronounceable names that follow here, of which I never
heard and do not know anything about, but in the second para-
graph the majority have added a class of flowers on which I
respectfully snbmit to the Senate it is not right to have this enor-
mous tax imposed. I refer totulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils,
lilies, lilies of the valley, flowers that are fonnd in every home in
the United States, and there is not ten square feet of unoccupied
territory in the United States scarcely, before any man’s cabin,
that has not some of these flowersin it. They are everywhere.
They are of universal use, and it seems to me there is no reason
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why people should not have these flowers which are in common
use everywhere. 4

Is it a crime that the people of the United States desire to have
something that is beautiful for their children, something that
will make their homes attractive, something that will add a charm
to the cabin, and something which the ch:ldren of the poor raise
in this country?

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me to ask
him a question?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that put-
ting a duty on those flowers when they are imported will prevent
the poor peoplein this conntry from having them in their gardens?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The finest class of hyacinths and
tulips are imported from abroad. The climate is better in Holland
than anywhere else for the production of these bulbs. You can
* not find any such hifi]h-grade bulbs for hyacinths and tulips as yon

get from abroad. The people of this country are entitled to have
in front of their cabins as high-class flowers and as beautiful
flowers as grow on the face of God's green earth.

The poor of this country ought to be allowed to have these flow-
ers, which are snrpassingly beautiful. We all admired them in
our childhood, and we have admired them ever since. There is
no sense, there is no justification, there is no apology, it seems to
me, in undertaking to levy a tax upon this article of almost uni-
versal use all over this country. 1 protest against it, Mr, Presi-
dent. I hope that the Senate will not agree to this amendment.

I move to amend the amendment as offered by the Senator from
Iowa by striking out the words *‘tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jon-
quils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other bulbs, bulbous roots,
or corms.”

Mr. VEST. And ‘“natural flowers.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And *‘natural flowers.”
strike out that clause.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair).
The proposed amendment to the amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out of the amendment
the following words:

TuHEa, hyacinths, narecissi, jonquils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other
‘bulbs, bulbous roots, or corms which are cultivated for their ﬁowers. 30 per
cent ad valorem. Natural flowers of all kinds, preserved or fresh, smmﬁa
for decorative purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on agree-
ing to my amendment to the amendment.

e yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll. : .

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopcE] to the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMiTH], and vote ** yea.”

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr, ELxiNs]. If he were
present, I should vote *‘ yea.”

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMmiTH | to the junior
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE|, and vote *“ nay.”

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I announce
my with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr, BuT-
LER].

e roll call was concluded.

Mr. BURROWS, I am paired with the senior Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. If there be no ogection. I will trans-
ier tbl;at pair for the day to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoxES].

YO ‘ina '”

I move to

Mr. DANIEL. Iam pairedwith the Senator from North Dakota
[Mr. HANSEROUGH]. he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.”
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 33; as follows:
Bacon, Harris, Te: £ M Turpie
» lenn. organ, urpie,
Bate, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Vest,
Berry, Kenney, Pasco, Walthall,
Chilton, MecLaurin, Pettus, White.
Clay, Mallory, Rawlins,
Mills, Roach,
Gray, Mitchell, Tillman,
NAYS—3.
Allison, Frye, Mason, Bewell,
Burrows, G ger, Morrill, Shoup,
Carter, Ty enrose, Spooner,
Chandler, Hanna, Perkins, Thurston,
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wetmore,
Davis, oar, Platt, N. Y. ilson.
Deboe, Kyle, Pri
Fairbanks, H’(;Brido. Proctor,
Foraker, McEnery, Quay,
NOT VOTING—3L
Aldrich, ins, Jones, Nev. Smith,
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Stewart,
ry TEe, a, Teller,
Butler, Gorman, Me Turner,
Caffery, ale, Mantle, ‘Warren.
Cannon, Hnns'brough. Martin, Wellin,
Harri Nelson, Wolcott.
% Heitfeld, Pettigrew,

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theguestionrecurs on agreeing
to the amendment snbmitted by the Senator from Iowa.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par-
agraph 249, page 72, line 17, after the word ** less,” to insert ‘“and
evergreen seedlings;” and in line 25, after the word * stock,” to
strike out ‘‘unless otherwise specified, thirty ” and insert * not
specially ]l;mﬁded for in this act, twenty-five;” so as to make the
paragraph read: :

240. Stocks, cuttings or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleb or Mazzard
cherry, 3 years old or less, §1 per thonsand plants; stocks, cuttings or seed-
lings of pear, aﬂple. quince and the St. Julien plum, 3 years old or less, and
evergresn seedlings, §1.75 per thousand plants; rose plants, budded, grafted,
or %*rm_vn on their own roots, 3 cents each; stocks, cuttings and seedlings of
all fruit and ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen, shrubs and vines,
manetti, multifiora, and brier rose, and all trees, shrube, plants and vines,
commonly known as nursery stock, not specially provided for in this act, 25
per centad valorem.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator
from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri to amendments
that I propose in behalf of the majority of the committee in this
paragraph, modifying the amendments already reported.

In line 15 I move to strike out *‘ one dollar " and insert ** 50 cents;”
after the word *‘plants,” in the same line, to add **and 15 per cent
ad valorem;” and in line 18 to strike out ** and 75 cents” and insert,
after the word * plants,” “and 15 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. VEST. hat does 15 per cent amount to in each case?
This is a new section, and therefore I have not any data npon
which to ealeulate,

Mr, ALLISON. Yes; it is a new section. There are no data
from the old law.

Mr. VEST. There are nodata on which to calenlate the percent-
age, and that is the reason why I ask.

Mr. ALLISON. Also,in line 20, I move to strike out * 3 cents”
and insert ““ 2} cents.” I ask the Secretary to read the paragraph
as it wonld be if amended as I propose.

Téle SECRETARY. If amended asproposed, paragraph 249 would
read:

249, Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleb or Mazzard
cherry, 3 years old or less, i0 cents per thousand pilmta and 15 per cent
ad valorem; stocks, cuttings, or seadlings of pear, apple, quince, and the St.
Julien plum, 3 years old or less, and evergreen lings, §1 per thousand
plants and 15 per cent ad valorem; rose plants, budded, ted, or grown on
their own roots, 2} cents each; stocks, cuttings, and ings of all it and
ornamental trees, deciduouns and evergreen, shrubs and vines, manetti, mul-
tiflora, and brier rose, and all trees, shrubs, plants, and vines commonl
kglown as nursery stock, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent a
yalorem.

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa be kind enough to tell
us what the per cent amounts to, because we have not the unit of
vulue? He strikes ont half of the specific and inserts 15 per cent
ad valorem. What is 15 per cent ad valorem equivalent to?

Mr. ALLISON, Of course it is impossible, owing to the variety
of prices of these articles, to estimate more than an average ad
1a£)rem. It is our purpose, as near as may be, to make an aver-
age of about 30 per cent ad valorem. Of course it may be, and
probably will be, larger npon some of the very cheap importations.

Mr. VEST. Now, I should like to ask the Senator another ques-
tion. I confess that that reply is not exactly satisfactory. I
would like to know whether we have an increase or a decrease b
his amendment. I should like to know why stocks of the Mahale
or Mazzard cherry, three years old or less, are put in with a specific
tax upon them. I never heard of that cherry before, and I do not
know what it is. %

Mr. ALLISON. We are told that it is a very fine variety of
cherry; that they are imported by the thousand, and that the duty
ought to be a specific value, with a view——

r. VEST. To keep it out?

Mr. ALLISON. No; with a view to collect a real duty rather
than a nominal duty. So we have provided for a compound duty
here instead of a wholly ad valorem or wholly specific duty,

Mr. VEST. 1 should like to ask my friend frankly, confiden-
tially, for the use of the Senate, whether this rate of duty was not
suggested on that -ific article by some nurseryman who did
not want this Canadian ¢ tree to come in here and compete
with the cherry trees that he is selling. It never has appeared in
any tariff bill before.

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt it was suggested by nursery-
men and others. 'We have suggestions coming all the time from
people who are familiar with the subjects, and nurserymen are
familiar with this snbject.

Mr. WHITE. There isone word in this paragraph that is new
to me. I am not very well versed in such matters. Whatis
meant by “manetti ” in this connection?

Mr. ALLISON. Manetti vine? -

Mr. ’WHITE. After vines, ‘‘manetti.” Then follows ‘“‘multi-

Mr. ALLISON. Isuppose itis an Italian plant. I donotknow
what it is. I will say to my friend from Missouri I think thero
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is no trouble about this rate. The probability is that on some of
these low-priced seedlings the ad valorem, if groperly collected,
will be more than 30 per cent, and on many of them it will be less,
Therefore we make a compound duty so as to equalize matters
between the high-priced and the lower priced article.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think I can answer the inquiry
of the Senator from California. y

Mr. ALLISON, Ihope the Senator can, because he desires to

know.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. AsI understand, it is the wild-
rose stock, imported for the purpose of grafting old ones upon,

Mr. VEST, Mr, President——

Mr. PETTUS. I merely wish to offer an amendment, if the
Senator from Missouri Wlﬁr allow me to interrupt him.

Mr. VEST. I yield with pleasure.

Mr. PETTUS. I beg leave to offer an amendment to the sugar
schedule, and I ask that it be printed and lie on the table.

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to hear it read.

Mr, PETTUS. Let it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Amendment proposed by Mr. Perrus to House bill No. 879,

The importations into the United States from any foreign country of
sugar; or of any material of which sugar can be made, by or for any trust,
combination, or conspiracy, existing or hereafter formed between two or
more persons or corporations, intended to operate in restraint of lawful
trade, or to hinder or restrain free competition, or to increase the market

rice of sugar in any part of the United States, is hereby declared to be un-
ﬁwrul. and such sugar and such material so imported into the United States
shall be forfeited to the United States. -

And it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to
canse proceedings to be instituted and {prosecutcd toenforce such forfeitures,
and toenforce all other luws of the United States intended to prevent or sup-
press unlawful trusts, combinations, or conspiracies for the restraint of trade
or free rompetition. i ]

And the Attorney-General of the United States will report each year to
the Congress of the E’nited States concerning such proceedings so instituted
and prosecuted.

Mr, HOAR. I desire to ask the Chair togive direction that the
amendment be printed immediately, so that it can be retnrned
from the printers for the nse of Senators forthwith.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, The
Senator from Missouri will proceed,

Mr. VEST. Under the Wilson bill as it came from the House
there was as a duty upon *‘ plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all
kinds commonly known as nursery stock, not specially provided
for in this act,” 20 per cent ad valorem. I think it was upon my
motion in 1804 that all nursery stock was stricken out of the
dutiable list and put in the free Tist as I:iaragraph 587.

Unavailing as 1t will be, of course, I simply want to remark
that it seems to me this is a violation of all the rules that should
govern a civilized country in regard to the articles that are to be
used for the benefit of their people. I have always understood
that it was the highest duty of every government to furnish its
people with the instrumentalities for improvement in agriculture,
manufactures, and commerce. Itwas one of the crowning glories,
in my opinion, of Thomas Jefferson, that while he was minister to
France from this country, and viewing the great drama of the
French Revolution, the fall of the Bastile, the execution of the
King and Queen of France, he never for one instant ceased to
export by sailing vessels to the United States all sorts of foreign
plants and bulbs in order toimprove the agriculture of the people
of this country. y

One significant episode in his life is that he became greatly in-
terested in the culfure of rice, which was then just in its incipi-
ency in the Carolinas. He went over Europe incognito, crossed
the Alps into Italy, after going through southern France, and
found in one of the provinces or districts of Italy a very superior
article of rice. He was not able to secure any of it for export be-
cause the laws of Italy prohibited its exportation, and it is said
that the author of the Declaration of Independence filled the pock-
ets of his Vi.rﬂnia overcoat—the old-fashioned Virginia coat, with
capes to it, which our grandfathers wore—with this rice, and, to
use plain 'la.ng'uage, smuggled it out of the counfry. The end
justified the means, possibly. He carried it to Paris, put it in
small packages of five and ten grains, and sent it to Charleston,
8. C., and that was the basis of the Sonth Carolina rice, the finest
now in the world. I have always, as a Democrat and follower of
Mr. Jefferson, boasted of his care for agriculture and his zeal in
sendinito this country European plants of every description that
might help the people of the United States, both in articles of ne-
cessity and even of decoration.

Here the whole system is reversed. A lot of nurserymen, to
ilg:ak plainly, have gone before the controlling influence of the

ance Committee and shut out by enormous taxation superior
trees, shrubs, and flowers that come from Canada and from abroad.
They have absolutely now, for the first time (and I have been
me;vhx_a.t ffez‘tlzﬂiar' - wi(té:ﬁ ca.llm bi]le;xénthe Iw;&wﬂg ;}ﬁ"ei hteen
years), singled out spe ¥ com g 8 ischerry,
and they have had such a duty pat upon it as they know will ex-

clude it from competition with them; and the people of this coun-
try are to be made to use the cherries and plant the cherry trees
that these gentlemen have on hand and in the market. If that is
not protection run mad, I do not know what a financial and eco-
nomic lunatic asylum is. They have absolutely selected a partic-
ular cher:g‘tree and put an enormous duty upon it. If thatisnot
class legislation I should like to have some gentleman on the other
side tell me what is.

I do not know what this cherry is. I have been under the im-

ression, from observation and experience, that the finest cherries
in the world are raised in the United States. I have never tasted
any such cherries elsewhere. It is said that they have cherries
equal to them in France, but I have never seen them. The cherry
of Washington and Oregon is the finest fruit, in my opinion, that
was ever puf in the mouth of mortal man. After eating them,
which you can do in any quantity without any injury to your
health, I have always thought if it had been a cherry in the
Garden of Eden, instead of an apple, 1 would have gone very far
toward excusing Adam for taking a bite. But it seems these
gentlemen have discovered that thereis a cherry in Canada which
must be kept out of this country, and instead of having these
improved fruit trees cultivated in the United States, in the Middle
and Northern States Earticularly, they are to be excluded by an
enormous taxation, whereas they are now npon the free list.

Mr. GEAR. May I make a suggestion to the Senator from
Missouri?

Mr. VEST. Of conrse.

Mr. GEAR. The Mahaleb cherry is the stock. I do not recol-
lect the cherry called the Mahaleb, but it is the stock on which
cherries are grafted.

Mr. VEST. I do not know, but I am as certain as I am that I
am speaking in the Senate of the United States that some nursery-
man had a job when he had that put in. It was not done by
accident, and it was no rhetorical exhibition. There is money
at the bottom of it. They never would have picked out this par-
ticular cherry tree and put this enormous duty on it except to
answer their own purposes. The Senator from fowa very frankly
tells us that he presnmes that it was done by some nurseryman,
And it is for the benefit of the people of this entire conntry!

Mr. President, I speak with some feeling about excluding fruit
trees. I come from a State where fruit is the greatest possible
luxury. The farmer upon the prairie, after the long, hard winter
and the struggle with all the opposing forces of nature, appreci-
ates fruit more than anything else—fruit and fish. I shall never
vote to exclude from this country any article that goes to add to
the comfort of the home of the Western pioneers who have blazed
the Eathway of civilization against all the rigors of nature, some
of them with the ax in one hand and the rifle in the other.

There is no justification for this sort of legislation. We have
now in the Treasury of the United States, I see by to-day’s state-
ment, more than $131,000,000 of surplus revenune. Ishould like to
hear from some Senator who believes that the taxing power of the
Government should be confined to the actual necessities of the Gov-
ernment econoiically administered what sort of excuse he finds
for voting additional taxes, when the bill as it stands will produce
$50,000,000 surplus every year. And yet the majority of the
Finance Committee, not content with the bill as it is, are now
putting in _amendments at every stage increasing taxation, and
increasing it upon articles which, 1 say, upon every principle of
civilization and humanity, should be permitted to come to this
countr; free.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendments will
be separately stated.

Mr. VEST. I shall move to strike out the whole par%ﬁra h,
with the view of gutting the articles contained therein on the free
list, but first let the changes proposed by the committee be acted
upon,

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 249, on Bgﬁe 72, line 15, after
the word ‘‘less,” the committee propose to strike out * one dollar”
and insert ** 50 cents;” and after the word *‘plants,” in the same
line, to insert ‘‘and 15 per cent ad valorem.” K

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 17, after the word *‘less,” to
insert ‘‘and evergreen seedlings.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, after the words ‘“ cne dollar,” in line
18, to strike out *“and 75 cents.”

The amendment was agreed to. ;

The next amendment was, after the word ““plants,” in line 19,
to insert ““and 15 per cent ad valorem.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 20, before the word *‘cents,”
to strike out * three” and insert ‘‘ two and one-half.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, after the words ‘‘n stock,m
line 25, to strike out “wunless otherwise speciﬁqmy”
insert ‘“not specially provided for in this act, twenty-five.”
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The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFrlCEK. The committee amendments to
the paragraph having been agreed to, the Chair will call the at-
tention of the Senator from Missouri, as he indicated a desire to
offer an amendment.

Mr. VEST. I now submit my motion to strike out the whole

aph as amended, for the purpose of putting all these articles
on the free list.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEst] to strike out para-
graph 249 as amended.

e amendment was rejected. i

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, on page 73, line 3, paragraph 250,
after the word *‘ potatoes,” to strike out *‘twenty-five” and insert
“twenty;"” so as to read:

250. Potatoes, 20 cents per bushel of 60 pounds.

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the Finance Com-
mittee I withdraw the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed bythe
committee striking out the paragraph will be regarded as dis-
agreed to.

git[r JONES of Arkansas. Imove to strike out ** twenty-five ”
and insert ** fifteen.” I should not have made that motion if the
majority of the committee had stood by its own recommendation;
but as we reach each one of these proposed modifications of the
high rates as they appear in the Dingley bill the committee seems
inclined to give way on all of them and to cause us to abandon
the hope that we had that there was to be some reduction in the
rates of taxation as proposed by the ongmal Dingley bill," I there-
foremove to strike out * 25 cents” insert ** 15 cents,” which

is the rate in the present law.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator
from Arkansas will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 250, page 73, line 3, before the

word *‘ cents,” it is proposed to strike out ** twenty -five ” and in-
: Bart“ﬁfteen," 80 as to read:
250. Potatoes, 15 cents per bushel of 80 pounds.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this is another case like that of
onions. The imported potatoes do not come in competition with
the potatoes of the United States. The Bermuda potatoes come
into this counfry in the winter market. The importation com-
mences about January and closes in March, or possibly in April,
when the new potatoes in the United States come into market z
and there is no further importation or competition on the part of
the Bermuda potato.

Now we come to the next proposition, as I understand it to be,
in the platform of the Republican party as to this bill—the ques-
tion of revenue. There is no protection. The market reports
show and all the testimony conclusively establishes that under
the McKinley law, when the duty was 25 cents per bushel, in 1893
we collected on imported potatoes $§127,588; under the Wilson Act,
after we had reduced the duty from 25 to 15 cents a bushel, in
1806 we collected $371,485; in other words, the amount of revenue
increased over three times under the lower rate. Now we are
asked to go back to the McKinley rate of 25 cents a bushel. Asa
matter of course, it will result in a diminution of revenue, and
the motion made by my colleague on the committee ought to be
sustained.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, JoNEs].

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, tl.lﬂa.ragm]:oh 251, page 73, line 8,
before the word ‘“cents,” to strike out * thu'ty * and insert
“‘twenty-five;” and in line 14, before the words ‘* per centum,” to
strike ont “forty " and mqert “ twenty-five;” so as to make the
paragraph read:

251. Seeds: Castor beans or seeds, 25 cents per bushel of 5 pounds; flaxseed

or linseed and other oil seeds, ngges:ipemlly provided for inthis act, 25 cents
per bushel of 56 pounds; poppy 15 cents per bushel; but no drawback
shall be allowed upon mlpo 'L made from imported DE'Bﬂ nor sha!.l an;
lowance be made for dirt or other impurities in any seed; seeds of all
not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HAWLEY. May I inquire how far the bill has been read?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the bill
has been read and acted u Pon to the end of paragraph 251.

Mr, HAWLEY, I waslisteningand waiting for an opportunity
to make a suggestion on that. I did not know that it had been

sed.
P The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will be recognized

for that ptgpo

Mr. HAWLEY. My attention has been particularly directed
to lines 13, 14, and 15 of paragraph 251, ‘““seeds of all kinds not
sogecmlly pronded for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem,” instead

40 per cent ad valorem, as the House bill had it. Several Sen-

al-

ators are very largely interested in this matter, and one of them,
now absent, intended to make the uest that this shounld lie
over; but I can not, in justice to myself and with due regard to
the desires of many constituents, permit even this opportunity to
pass without addressing a few remarks to the subcommittee of
the Committee on Finance, entreating their favorable action.

There are among my constituents a large number of men who
have been for many years in the seed business. The name upon
their packages is worth a dividend to them. Nothing ever went
from their gardens that was not what it purported to be. They
are distressed very much by the abundant importation of seeds
from abroad bearing namesnot known, or, if known, not respected
here, which seeds are dumped upon us, are not pure and true, but
are dirty and false, and are a great ln;;ury to the legitimate trade.
As to the duty, when a man brings in worthless seed, it does not
trouble him much to tell a lie about their value when you come
to put 25 per cent ad valorem upon them. I want thatreturned to
40 per cent, as the House put if, to say the least. I concur with
several Senators, who wish this to go over for the present for
further consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote
adopting the last amendment, making the change to 25, will be
regarded as reconsidered.

Mr. LINDSAY. In connection with what has been gaid by the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], I call the attention of
the committee to the fact, evidenced by certain papers now here
in the hands of the Committee on Agriculture and orestry, that
there is a certain Canadian seed, called the Canadian blue-grass
seed, which is imported into this country for usein New England,
and nowhere else, and that portion not used in New England is
used for the purpose of being mixed with the trne American blue-
grass seed, it being worth about one-fourth as much, and Ameri-
can blue- gra.ss has been put under the ban of suspicion every-
where by reason of the admixture. This seed which is grown in
Canada—and we object to evervthmg that comes from Canada—
which is used only for the é:mrpose of being mixed with an Ameri-
can product in order torender the American product less valuable,
is Fut. by this bill on the free list.

ask the Senator when he is considering New England that he
also consider the fact that seed which i8 not common to New
England goes on the free list, and therefore 25 per cent ought to
satisfy him in r fard to New England seed.

Mr. HAWLE Though not comprehending the Senator’s ad-
vice, I am obliged to him for his information. To nsethelanguage
of Dick Swiveller, this whole trade is full of * various games of
that sort.” Of course seed imported under the circumstances
referred to by the Senator onght to be stricken from the free list,
gnil ought to go in with the others and pay at least 40 per cent

u

'er JONES of Arkansas. - Before that paragraphisleft, I should
like to say,in connection with what the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. HAWLEY]| has just said, that I believe with him that in the
seed business the name is perhaps of more value than in any other
business, except perhaps the jewelry business. I believe a good
name in the seed business is eqhual to a dividend as a rule. [do
not bzlieve that szeds bronght here from abroad and dumped on
the market are likely to do harm, coming even in the way sug-
gested, by reason of the fact that ordinarily I believe nine men
out of ten, if not ninety-nine out of one hundred, will buy seeds
of seed growers whose names are established and have been well
known for years.

For instance, Landreth & Sons, of Philadelphia, have been seed
growers for more than a century. I confess I was astonished to
geta 1111hle1'. from that concern, saying that they had been con-
nected with the seed business from 1784 up to this time, that from
1784 to 1861 there had been no tariff on seeds, and that the tariff
on seeds was first 10 per cent, then 20 per cent, then 30 per cent,
and now, for the first time in the history of this infant, which is
113 years old, in the hands of this one concern, the House pro-
poses a tax of 40 per cent ad valorem, and the Senator from Con-
necticut wants that tax imposed. I believe that the character of
these men is snfficient to guarantee the sale of their seeds every-
where, and that no unknown and untried seedsmen can sell seed
in competition with such firms as that of Landreth & Sons.

Mr. HAWLEY. The infant industry in this case is the fraud.
The old industry was honestly conducted. I have the honor of
having known Mr. Landreth very well for twenty-five years, and
hte aa]tc:dexactly what I ask, that frauds of that kind may be ob-
struc

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the theory on which protectmn
is asked is to protect infant industries; and where we have an
establishment of this sort, of more than a century old, it seems to
me that the excuse for this enormous tax is not sufficient.

Mr. HAWLEY, Itisthe thief that came in last night that is
the infant industry, and not the honest man, and against the thief
we desire reasonable protection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Without objection, the portion
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of paragraph 251 indicated by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
HawLEY] will be passed over.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 252, page 73, line 16,
after the word * ton,” to insert ** gross weight;” so as to read:

252. Btraw, §1.50 per ton gross weight.

The amendment was a to.

Paragraph 253 was read, as follows:

233. Teazles, 30 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe that the rate of the present
tarifT lawisonteazles15per cent. Thecommitteeproposestodouble
it. Theenormousamountof $441 worth wasimportedlastyear,and
I suppose the committee propose to get rid of this $441 of revenue
by taxing it out of existence. Certainly I suppose there is danger
og overflowing the Treasury with the enormous amount of reve-
nue, and so this is to be %otten rid of; otherwise I can not under-
stand the policy of doubling the tax on teazles. y

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, on page 73, beginning in line 23,
to strike out paragraph 255, as follows:

255, Anchovies and sardines packed in oil or otherwise, and other fish
packed in oil, in tin boxes measnring not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches
wide, and 3¢ inches deep, 10 cents per box; in boxes measuring not more
b inches long, 4 inches wide, and 14 inches deep, 5 cents J)ar box; in boxes
meaauﬁn%mt more than 4} inches long, 3} inches wide, and 1} inches deep, 2}
cents per box; when imported in any other form. 40 per cent ad valorem; fish
in cans or pmhagea @ of tin or other material, not specially provided for
in this net, 30 per cent ad valorem.

And in lieu thereof to insert:

255. Fish known or labeled as anchovies, sardines, sprats, brislings, sardels,
or sardellen, packed in oil or otherwise, in tins, boxes, or cans, shall be dutia-
ble as follows: In boxes or cans containing 74 cubie inches or less, 1§ cents per
box or can; containing more than 7} and not more than 21 cubie inches, 2}
cents per box or can; containing more than 21 and not more than §3 cubic
inches, 5 cents per box or can; containing more than 23 and not more than 7
cubie inches, ltfzents Eer box or can; if in other packages, 40 per cent ad
valorem. All other fish, if in tin or if in glnckages containing less
:l;]nn one-half barrel, and not specially provided for in this act, 80 per cent ad

orem.

Mr. ALLISON. I wish, on behalf of the majority of the Com-
miftee on Finance, to modify the amendment proposed by the
committee in respect to this paragraph, and for convenience I
haye had the paragraph rewritten. I will ask the Senator from
Arkansas and other Senators to pay close attention to the change
of phraseology. We propose to insert * bottles and jars™ with
cans and other packages. Fish are imported in bottles and jars
as well as in cans, etc.

There is also a modification in the last part of the paragraph,
and if Senators will pay attention to the phraseology, they will
see the change that is made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph as proposed to
be modified will be stated. .

The Secretary read the paragraph as proposed to be amended,
as follows:

255. Fish known or labeled as anchovies, sardines, sprats, brislings, sardels,
or sardellen, ked in oil or otherwise, in bottles, boxes, or cans,
shall be dutiable as follows: Containing 7} cubic inches or less, 1} cents per
bottle, jar, box, or can; containing more than 7} and not more than 21 cubic
inches, 2} cents per bottle, jar, box, or can; containing more than 21 and not
more than 83 enbic inches, 5 cents per bottle, jar, box, or can; containing more
than 33 and not more than 70 cubic inches, 10 cents per bottle, jar, box, or can;
if in other pack: 40 per cent ad valorem. All other fish, except shellfish

in tin packages, 30 per cent ad valorem. Fishin pac containing less than
one-half barrel and not specially provided for inkﬁ act, 30 per cent ad

orem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Letmeask for information, Does the
Ezoposed amendment make any modification except that it adds

1f’.’;‘_l;a{-x and jars to cans and other packages? Does it change the
T4

Mr. ALLISON. That is all, except that we have modified the
last part of the amendment by adding ** all other fish, except shell-
fish, in tin packages, 80 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr.JO of Arkansas. How does that leave shellfish? What
is the effect of that change? I do not quite understand it.

Mr. ALLISON, Shellfish will be on the free list.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As to the tax of 40 per cent on line
2, ﬁ.ga ;5, of the pending paragraph, what is that under the pres-
ent law

Mr. ALLISON, “If in other packages, 40 per cent ad valorem.”
I think the rate is about 40 per cent now.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My impression was that the other
rates are about the same as those in the present law.

Mr. ALLISON. It is 40 pér cent in the present law.

Mr., JONES of Arkansas. But the paragraph is constructed
differently. It seems to me that the rates are about the same.
Am I mistaken in that?

. Mr. ALLISON. Theyareabout thesame. I donotthink there
is any increase in that paragraph.

Mr. VES I do not know the means of information open to
the Senator from Iowa, but I know it is absolutely impossible for
a layman, like myself, to know whether this amendment as modi-
fied or changed makes an increase or not.

I call attention to the fact that the whole scheme or system of

.Senator has been misled in this matter.

appraising these goods is changed. I mean to say that under the
existing law it is done by the linear inch—so many inches long
and so many inches wide of the can or box—and here it is changed
to cubic inches, and it is done by experts in the fish trade, as a
matter of course, for their own purposes. I have endeavored to
find out whether it was an increase or a decrease, but I have been
nnable to ascertain that fact from any of the experts.

In the comparative statement it is said, without the last amend-

ment of the Senator from Iowa, that the duty is about the same;

but it is an indefinite piece of information. I do not think, with
the greatest respect to Senators on the other side in charge of the
bill, that they know accurately whether it is an increase or not.
Of course I take it that the change is made by fish dealers and im-
porters, and that they have, as a matter of course, arranged the
schedule so as to make it more difficult to import these fish to
come in competition with the products which they sell.

Mr. ALLISON. Thesechanges in phraseology were made after
examination by e appraisers, who stated to us that the effect
is not to increase the duty.

g 1}&111‘ VEST. There ought o be an ad valorem duty npon these

sh.

Mr. ALLISON. Senators know perfectly well how reliable the
experts are. I have no special knowledge as to these subjects, and
we must take the reports of experts as our guide. I have never
examined close]ﬁ these fish in their original packages, but I have
no doubt that this is an adjustment that is a wise one. I think
there are one or two cases where the duty is increased from 20 per
cent to 30 per cent, as I read the old statute, the existing law.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am a little apprehensive that the
I notice by the compara-
tive statement submitted by the Treasury Department that these
rates are given as the same as those in the existing law: and run-
ning over the matter hastily, I thought they were; but I desire to
call attention to the law as it stands now, namely, fish *‘ packed in
oil, or otherwise, in tin boxes measuringnot more than 5 incheslong,
4 inches wide, and 3} inches deep, 10 cents per whole box.” A box
5 inches long by 4 inches wide and by 34 inches deep would con-
tain 70 eubic inches,

Mr. ALLISON. Wonld it?

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. It must necessarily. A box 5 inches
long by 4 inches wide and 84 inches deep would necessarily contain
70 cubic inches. Multiplying 5 by 4 it, wounld be 20; and multiply-
ing that by 84 would make 70. Now, the provision standing here
says “‘in boxes or cans containing 74 cubic inches or less, 14 cents
per box or can.” A 70-inch box, then, would contain ten times as
much as this, and would be dutiable under the present law at 10
cents, and under this proposed law it would be about 15 cents;
which would be an increase of 50 per cent, instead of being the
present rate. ;

My own impression was at first glance that the paragraph was
about identical with the old law; but I think, on examination,
that it is an increase of about 50 per cent; and that there is a
larger increase in another respect.  The langnage of the present
paragraph is “ containing 74 cubic inches or less.” So that if it
contains only half as much, the gross tax is 14 cents per inch, if
that remains in the law.

Take the next clanse in the pending paragraph:

Containing more than ‘?’E and not more than 21 cubic inches, 2} cents per box
or can; containing more 21 and not more than 33 cubie inches, 5 cents
per box or can.

I think the entire paragraph is an increase of something like 50
per cent over the existing law.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The question is on agreeing to
the amendment as modified.

The amendment as modified was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 256, page 75, line 8,
after the word *‘ act,” to strike ont *‘ and herring, fresh, one-half
of 1 cent per pound” and insert ** one-fourth of 1 cent per pound;”
soas to make the paragraph read:

256, Fresh-water fish not specially provided for in this act, one-fourth of 1
cent per pound.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 257, as follows:

257. Herring, pickled, salted, smoked, or dried, and all fish not specially
provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound.

And in lieu thereof to insert:

257. Herrings, pickled or salted, one-half of 1 cent per pound; herrings, -

fresh, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. VEST. Wait a minute, Mr. President. I want to call at-
tention to paragraph 256, in regard to * fresh-water fish not s
cially provided for in this act, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. GRAY. They ought to be free.

Mr. VEST. Under the existing law these fish come into the

United States free. The total amount of fresh fish of all sortsim- '

ported in 1896 amounted to $800,000. We have 10,000 miles of
seaboard, and we have in the interior of the country splendid riv-
ers and lakes teeming.with fish, and yet we are to put this duty
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on, and to take this article, an article of absolute necessity as a
food, from the free list and impose a duty on it in the name of
gither protection to American fish or else of revenne.

Here is the list of exports: Of fresh fish we exported $84,814;
of dried fish, $448,286; of herring, $96,462; of mackerel, §15,602; of
other fish, §104,374; of salmon, $3,348,880; of other fish, again,
$167,981; of shellfish we exported $201,707, and of oysters $696,179,
being in the aggregate largely above the imports that come into
the United States of an article, as I have said, of prime neces-
sity as a food; and yet we put this duty upon it and take the ar-
ticle off the free list either for revenue or for protection, or for
both, and I am unable to see that it does either.

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I hope that now, even in the face
of the ironbound rule of the caucus, the Senator from Iowa and
the other Senators in charge of this bill will give a moment's
favorable consideration to the proposition to keep these fresh fish
where they are now—on the free list. There is no article of food
that is more universally necessary and more universal in its use,

. at least on the Atlantic Seaboard and in the region of the lakes,
than the fresh fish that are brought to the daily markets of the
large and small cities and towns that are within reach of that
industry. In these hard times, when we are told that men are
starving, these times when depression and want stalk our streets,
it does seem rather hard to interpose any difficulty between the
masses of the people and their access to this important and abso-
lutely necessary article of food.

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, if he will look at
page 172 of this bill, he will find on the free list:

Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the Great
Lakes or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or citizens of the
United States. $

Mr. GRAY. Isee the provision is: .

Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the Great
Lakes or other fresh waters,

That is better than I supposed.

Mr. VEST. What paragraph is that? B

Mr. GRAY. Paragraph 5354. That, however, does not apply
to fish canght on our Northern Seaboard, or where a person who
h?%gﬁns to live on the border line of Canada comes in with a load
o R

Mr. ALLISON. It does not apply to the Atlantic Seaboard.

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know that there are many cases of the
kind, but if a load of fish comes in canght by a Canadian fisher-
man, why should this difficulty of a tariff exaction be iste‘l-
not upon the fishermen, but upon the people who go to market to
spend their scant earnings in something that will sustain life and
sustain it in a healthful and wholesome fashion?

Mr. President, the duty, as read by the Senator from Missouri,
is not very great, and the reports do not show very large impor-
tations, but the duty is not the chief difficulty. The very fact
that you arrest a load of fresh fish and compel it to go through
the red tape of custom-house officialisin destroys in large part its
value, and instead of coming fresh to the tables of those who ought
to be able to enjoy the bounty of the sea, they have to wait the
weighing and the custom-house inspection, and if they get them
at all, they get them deprived in large part of what es them
appetizing and useful.

Mr. AL N. This is a very light duty.

Mr. GRAY. Why should there be any duty?

Mr. ALLISON. e fish are caught in the sea by fishermen.

Mr. GRAY. Of course they are.

Mr. ALLISON. Our American fishermen are under the im-
pression that they ought to have a little advantage.

Mr. GRAY. Theyhave the advantage of free access to the sea,

and why should not the thonsands and thousands who depend upon
this wholesome food have some consideration? Why should they
be taxed for the benefit of fishermen who already exercise a gain-
ful calling?
. Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will remember, for it is within
his recollection (I am sorry I have not the document before me),
that a committee of this body, of which ex-Senator Edmunds was
chairman, made an investigation as respects the effect of taking
off the duty, and it was found that there was no change in the
price of fish to the American consumer. It i3 quite a report,
made, I think, in 1890; I do not remember the number. It dis-
closed that a small duty does not affect the price of fish at all, It
is only a question as to who shall have control of the local markels
as respects fish—our fishermen or the Canadian.

Mr. WHITE. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to
what possibly may be an ambigunity in ]i.hraseology. It has been
suggested by an expert. It is said, *‘ It has always been a matter
of controversy as to what constitutes fresh-water fish. Many fish
are migratory, and are canght at different periods both in salt

. and fresh water.” I desire to inquire whether the phraseology of

. the bill is of a character to remove that difficulty?

Mr. ALLISON. That is a difficulty. I suppose the Potomac is
called a fresh-water river, and yet it empties into the sea.

Mr. WHITE. A fresh-water fish may be caught in fresh water,
and the same sort of fish may be caught in salt water. Does that
change the character of the duty?

Mr, ALLISON, This phraseology has been uniformly used,
and I do not think there has been any difficulty.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There has been.

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from California propose any
modification? =

Mr. WHITE. I have no amendment.

Mr. ALLISON. I do not thinkit is a serious matter.

Mr. WHITE. I thought the Senator's attention might have
been directed to it before.

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senatorfrom Iowa a question, I
do not exactly understand the phraseology. Paragraph 256, on
page 75, reads:

Fresh-water fish not specially provided for in this act.

Paragraph 5353 of the free list is as follows:

Fish, fresh, frozen, or-packed in ice {exce?t salmon), canght in the Great
Lakes or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or citizens of the
United States.

Those are on the free list. 'When you speak of fresh-water fish
and then fish caught in the lakes, does that mean the same thing?
Suppose a salt-water fish should get into the lakes?

Mr, ALLISON. It means the same thing as respects fresh
waters or rivers. The lakes are described as the American lakes.

Mr. VEST. This excepts salmon, which are at one time a salt-
water fish and at another time a fresh-water fish.

Mr. LINDSAY. Shad?

Mr. VEST. It also includes shad and herring. It isa peculiar
quality of the salmon and the shad that they go back to their first
habitat, where they spawn. We have a stream in Arkansas, the
Washita, where I have seen as fine shad as I ever saw in the Po-
tomac. I have seen shad from that river weigh 5 and 6 pounds,
and as palatable as any I ever saw in the city of Washington.

It happened a lon%l time ago that a gentleman who lived in
Maryland went for his health to the Hot Springs in Arkansas,
and he had a great passion forshad. Hishealth wasrestored. He
was quite a fisherman, and he determined that he would bring
the shad out and put them in the Washita River; and they are
there to-day in large quantities. They go out to the ocean at a
certain time of the year and returnin the spring. They are canght
in large quantities. My friend the Senator from Arkansas knows
that, as I know it personally, There is a salt-water fish, and yet
you catch it in fresh water,

I do not see why salmon should be excepted. The official re-
ports show that we exported 3,084,884 pounds of salmon put up in
cans. The effect of this amendment in the free list—1 am discuss-
ing it in connection with the other, although we have not reached
it—is simply that if the fish are caught by a Canadian fisher-
man, they must pay the duty, unless he is paid by an American
fish dealer. If he is paid by an American fish dealer, they come
in free; and yet we hear pmans and appeals in behalf of American
labor. A fish dealer under this provision can go over into the
Canadian waters or the waters of the Great Lakes under the juris-
diction of Canada, and employ the professional Canadian fisher-
men and never pay one dollar to an American fisherman. Yet he
can bring in his fish free, because the fish are paid for and the
Canadian fisherman is paid by the day or week or month with the
money of the American. It seems to me that is no protection to
American labor. It is simply & protection to the speculator in
fish in order to put up the price of the fresh fish to the people of
the United States.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 257 and
insert in lieu thereof the following:

257. Herrin or salted, one- -
fresh, one-four w:;t per poa:ii.nd. B Of 2 e e popnd ho‘rrings,

The amendment was agreed to. 3 :

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to
strike out paragraph 258 and insert in lieu thereof the following:

258, Fish, pickled. in barrels or half barrels, not sqmany provided for in
this act, and mackerel or salmon, pickled or salted, 1 cent per pound;
smoked, dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise pre; 3
for preservation, and fresh fish, all the foregoing, not specially provided for
in this act, and fish skinned or boned, three- om-ﬁm of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment of the com-
mittee by inserting the phraseology I send to the desk in lien of
that originally p .

The SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment which was orig-
inally reported it is proposed to insert:
wiflaah rgm:gh%rﬁar‘lagmit;? ‘:f,‘ E;Qeud:dﬁ' rovided rogd tninth!f:' act, three-
fourths of 1 centpel;- pound; fish, skinned or gogad. 1} cents per pound, mack-

erel, halibut. or salmon, pickled or salted, 1 cent per pound.
Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I shounld like to ask how this com-
pares with the present rate. Are the fish provided for in this

h free under the t law?
N. Ithinf?gg.n It is a slight increase over the

Mr,
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present rate under the entire paragraph. The only change from

the printed paragraph, as the Senator will see, is that we have

ovided a higher duty on fish skinned and boned. It has always
ne a higher rate.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think some of the classes of fish
mentioned here are free. Iam not positiveabout it, however, but
where 1 cent a pound is provided in the pending amendment,
th.re&fourth.s of a cent has been the rate heretofore

a.ised ALLISON. Codfish and mackbrel have been slightly
< ’

Mr. VEST, Some of these fish were put upon the free list by
the Wilson Act. This is therefore a great e, even under
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 1 do mot

understand the effect of the amendment. It is imy ible to do
it in a running debate of the provmlons of the bi Of course
}:ﬁwﬂ! be adopted as the committee vepropused:t,andlmll
it go.
The VICE-PB]ESD)ENT

The guestion is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Committee on Finance as modified.

The amendment as modified was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was fo strike out paragraphs 259 and
260, as follows:

250, In addition to the duties otherwise provided for in this act, there shall
be levied, collected, and paid, upon all fish im from any country or
dependency which pays an export bounty on & duty equal to the amount

of such bounty.
made of tin or other metal, containing shellfish ad-

2¢0. Cans or packages,
O{Ime of duty, m exceeding 1 gquartin mntq:g:ﬁ.nsh;u be subject toa
Shali e S mhiges b addsttonu dutil OF B Sanle per damen Tor each SAdional
half quart or fractional part
The amendment was agreed
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line
18 ragraph 261, after the word ** apples,” to insert ** and pears;”
1.11 ].me 19, after the word ** es,” to insert *‘ pears;” so as

A'pp.les I:mshel a

peau-s. and ather edil:ﬁa rrn?ta, incl'ading berrptg wh pplm:iasiccated.
vaporated or pmparedmmymmr.mtspednny tormt.]ns

nct. 2cenbu-purponnd

Mr. ALLISON. The committee wish to propose an amendment
to the amendment. In line 18, after the word * apples,” Imove to
insert * es, currants, quinces, cherries, plums,”

Mr. FRYE. Green?

Mr. ALLISON. Green or ripe.

Mr. VEST. What is the necessity for the amendment, when the
Sf;:mt;)r has, in ]maa 19 and 20, the words ‘*and other edible

lts n

Mr, ALLISON. The fruits here provided for are green or ripe.
The others are dried or desiccated.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
as amended will be a d to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on was, in aph 261, line 22, after
the word ‘*act,” to strike out ** 2 cents” and insert “‘1 cent;” so
as to read: **1 cent per pound.”

The amendment was agreed to. -

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para-
graph 261, line 23, after the word * pound,” to strike out the semi-
colon and the words “‘berries, edible, in their natural condition, 1
cent per quart.”

Mr. ALLISON. The committes withdraw the amendment,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Are not the same things mentioned
twiog? I'should be glad to have the paragraph read to see how it
stands.

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to propose another amendment, and
then it can be read. After the word ‘“‘quart,” in line 24, I move
to insert ** cranberries, 25 per cent ad valorem.” Now,I think we
have nearly everything in here.

Mr. VEST. The Senator has left out blackberries.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment cl:u'a:;poaed by the Senator from Iowa.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. dI;dLATT of Connecticut. Now let the paragraph be read as
amen

Tha Secretary read as follows:
les, peaches, currants, quiuces cherries, plums, and pears,
or ripa cents per bushel. hies, poars, and u‘!:hsr edible fﬁ

A

including berries, when dri ptfoaimpm evaporated, or prepared in smy
manner, not specially praﬂded for in this act, 1 cent per pound; berries, edi-
El;rultént]heir natural condition, 1 cent per gquart; cranberries, 25 per cent ad

Mr. ALLISON. That is right.

Mr. VEST. Inline 18, paragraph 261, I move to strike out 25
cents per bushel " and insert ** 20 per cent ad valorem.™

I wish to call attention to the fact that in 1896 we exported
§1,340,507 worth of dried apples and we imported §481 worth.
Four hundred and eighty-one dollars against an exportation of

XXX—111

$1,340,507! Butlsugpme we are in great danger of losing the
American market f green apples we exported, in 1896, §050,289
worth and mlportad $95,000 worth; and in the face of these sta-
tistics we are to increase the duties. I have no doubt that in the
next ca.mpal the rural districts will resonnd with Republican
eloquence telling the farmers how they have been protected in
their orchards, Four hundred and eighty-one dollars imports of
dried apples against $1,340,507 worth; $95,000 worth of green ap-
ples nnportﬁd against exporbs of 8930 288! Yet our Republican
friends will tell their dear bucolic su]:g:rte‘rs that they have died
in the last trench in order to protect orchards of the farmer
gom the invasion of the foreigm apple, the pauper apples of

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment ‘froposad by the Senator from Missouri.

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 262 and
insert in lieu thereof the following:

262. Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved in s mol
or in their own juices, not specially provided for in w A T cecnt. ﬁ
valorem: if containing over 5 per cent of aleohol and not .peau}”
for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem and in addition §2. Froo!pl.lrm
on the alcohol contained therein in excess of 5 per cent; jelhau
‘p:i' cent ad valorem; pineapples p in their own juice, 25 per oe‘.nt ad
valorem.

Mr. VEST, This is a considerable increase over existing law,

Mr. ALLISON. In line 10, before the words“‘per centum,” I
move to strike out *‘ five” and insert *‘ ten;” and in line 14, before
the words ** per centum.” I move to strike out *five ” and insert
‘“ten;” so as to increase the percentage of alcohol,

Mr. VEST. The (Government statistics show this condition of
commerce in regard to these commodities: Of preserved fruits we
exported, in 1896.31,376.281 worth; of other fruits, 560,353 worth;
of all other fruits, §1.868,353. 'We imported of fruitsin their own
juices, $207,931, 'Still, these dnties must be raised in order to pro-
tect us inst forei rtation.

The VICE-PRES . The amendment of the Senator from
Iowa to the amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 10, paragraph 261, page 77. before the
words *“per centum,” it is mpoeed to strike out ** five ~ and Jinsert
““ten;” and in line 14, before the words *‘ per centnm,” it is pro-
posed to strike out “* five ” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to read:

Comfits, sweetmeats, and sugarmohsses,mnts.orin
theirown iulms.nntspaciallz‘ ro‘vﬁwfwintmawt.ﬁpermtadv

if containing over 10 per cent of alcohol and not rovided for in this
act, 85 per cent ad oremmﬂtnnddihon&iﬂ]par pllonmﬂmaioo—

hol contained therein in excess of 10 per cent.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 263, line 18, page 77,
after the word ** prunes ” to insert the worg “prunelles; ¥ so as to

Figs, plums, prunes, prunelles, raisins, and other dried grapes.

Mr, ALLISON. In paragraph 263,line 18, after the word * pru-
nelles,” I move to insert ‘2 cents per pound” and a semicolon; so
that it will read:

Figs, plums, prunes, prunelles, 2 cents per pound;

The amendment to the amendment was a.greed to.

The amendment as amended was

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, in the same paragraph, line 19, to
stri}m out *‘ and one-half;” so as to read, **2 cents per pound:”

s\lums. pru.nas. prunelies, 2 cents per pound; raisins and other dried

cents per pound.
Hr ALLISON. I withdraw the amendment.
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment is withdrawn.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I do not know but that we should
save time by allowing these amendments fo be adopted, and then
make the motion I desire to make. I wish to move * 1} cents”
where the Senator “2 cents,” and “one and one-half *
where he proposes ‘* 2% cents.” I suppose I may as well make a
motion now to strike out the rates in the bill and insert “ 13}
cents ” in each instance.

Mr. ALLISON. Let me perfect the paragraph first, and then
the Senator can make his motion.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas., It is immaterial to me which course
is pursued.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, in line 23, before the word ** cents,”
to strike out ** twenty-five” and insert "twenty.” s0 as to read:

f)hves, green or prepared, in bottles, jars, or similar packages, 20 cents per

gallon
Mr. ALLISON. I ask theSenateto disagree to the amendment.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance.
The amendment was disagreed to.

Mr. ALLISON, That perfects the paragraph,
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It begins tolook asif all the commit-
tee amendments heretofore reported are to be withdrawn, and it
might be done quicker in bulk. 1 will not insist on that being
done, however. I move to strike out 2 cents where it was inserted
on mofion of the Senator from Iowa and insert ‘“ 11 cents.”

Mr. MILLS. It onght to be 1 cent.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate is 1} cents.

Mr. MILLS. Itought to be 1 cent.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas., I am satisfied that is true, but I pre-
fer to stand by the present law; and I make the motion in that
way, becaunse it is the existing law. I move to strike out *2§
cents,” in line 19, and insert ** 14 cents;” and in line 21 T move to
strike out **2 cents per pound” and insert *‘20 per cent ad valo-
rem;” and I ask for a vote on all of the amendments together.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the
Senator from Arkansas will be stated.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 263, on
page 77, line 18, by striking out ‘* 2 cents per pound” and ins:ertinﬁr
*1} cents per pound;” in line 19, by striking ont ““24 cents™ an
inserting ‘‘1} cents,” and in line 21, by striking ouf “2 cents per
pound” and inserting ‘20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read:

unelles, 14 cents per pound; raisins and other dried

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, that has reference to the duty on
Zante currants. The duty proposed in the pending bill on these
currants from the island of Zante is 125 per cent. The unit of
value is 1.6, and the duty is 2 cents per pound. Of course that is
more than 100 per cent. Icould understand this high rate of duty
if it were for the protection of some American product, but these
currants are peculiar to a single little island, I believe, in the
Gulf of Corinth. They grow nowhere else in the world; theycan
not grow anywhere else in the world, I have conversed about
them with intelligent persons who have been on that island and
investigated this business,

Mr. GEAR. What does the Senator state the duty to be?

Mr, MILLS, The duty is 125 per cent here,

Mr. GEAR. Let me state for the benefit of the Senator from
Texas that when the present law was framed the currants were
worth 1 cent a pound. They had been classed at 10 cents by the
Wilson committee, and when the bill came here, throngh my
friend from California and my friend from Arkansas, there was a
duty of 1} cents a pound placed on them, which is 150 per cent.
So &15 is really a reduction.

Mr. MILLS. I am talking about what it ought to be, not about
what any of my friends have done heretofore. As I said, there is
nothing to protect in the United States by this highduty. There-
fore we must have a revenue duty.

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to cor-
rect a statement of fact?

Mr. MILLS. Certainly,

Mr. WHITE. I will take pleasure in presenting the Senator
with a small box of Zante currants, a sample produced in Cali-
fornia, where they are grown in large quantities, and in the cloak-
room [ have a so-called Zante currant bush which is really a
grape bush. I will state that they are as much in competition
mtﬂathe other raisins in California, for they are all a raisin, as
any dried grape can be, and furthermore, that the importation
from the island of Zante cuts a very small figure in the total
importations into the United States. The currant is largely pro-
duced in Greece, and the name ‘‘currant™ is derived, I believe,
from the word **Corinth.” 1fis really a grape. There is a bush
in the cloakroom which the Senator can inspect.

Mr. MILLS. Anything can be called a Zante currant by name.
%aa;n talking about the currant that is grown upon the island of

te.

Mr. WHITE. This is the exact and identical currant.

Mr. PERKINS. If my friend from Texas will permit me to
correct the premises from which he is reasoning, I desire to state
that the general appraisers of New York held to the views that
my distinguished friend from Texas holds, but the ninth judicial
court of the district embracing California and Oregon judicially
determined otherwise. With the Senator’s permission, I should
like to read the findings of the court, but I will not interrupt him;
I will wait until afterise has made his argument. Then I should
like to have the Qﬁvﬂe e of reading the findings of the court.

Mr. MILLS. Several years ago I studied the question of Zante
currants when I was trying to reduce the revenues of the Govern-
ment, which were excessive; but our friends who were opposed to
it would not permit a reduction upon articles that were compet-
ing with domestic articles. I proposed even to take this revenue
article and put it on the free list, in order simply to reduce the sur-
plus revennes of the Government. I remember conversing witha
very eminent gentleman, Hon. Samuel Sullivan Cox, known to
all of us, who was the minister to Turkey and who was all over
the island of Zante time and again. He told me that the real
Zante currant could not be grown in any other soil on the face of

the globe than upon that island. While we may grow currants
like it, they are not Zante currants. The importation into this
counfry of $1,185,532 worth of these currantsshows that the same
article can not be produced in this country, call it by whatever
name you please,

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, he overlooks one
great elementary principle of protection, and that is, if the people
can not §et the currants, they have to take the California grape.

Mr, MILLS. Precisdly; but there is always a certain number
of people who must get the Zante currants and pay 2} cents or 1}
cents. It was in 1803, when the duty was 2} cents a pound, that
they imported $1,185,532 worth of these very currants, notwith-
standing we are told that California is full of them.

I remember the remark of my distinguished friend, Judge Kel-
ley, no longer with us, but many of us here knew him well.

hen I was proposing to put these currants on the free list. I said,
*“They can not come in competition, my friend, with anything
you want to protect in this conntry. Letus put them on the free
listand reduce the revenue. The Treasury is full to overflowing.”
Mr. Cleveland was telling us that that was the condition which
confronted us—not theories, but an enlarged Treasury. I said,
‘“Now, let me put this on the free list.” He said, ** My dear sir,
the taste is a question of culture, and if you will keep the Zante
currant from coming into this country, we will encourage the cul-
tivation of the blackberry and develop the American taste for
blackberries.” That was one of the reasons given. r

Now we are told that there are Zante currants grown in Cali-
fornia. It may be, for they do remarkable things in California.
Itis a great State, and a great fruit State. 1t is the greatest flower
State in the Union. The largest roses I ever saw in my life, I will
say to my friend from Missounri, who was speaking about flowers
this morning, I have seen in California. The finest fruits of al-
most all sorts are grown there, But we know there is a peculiar
taste to fruits, a peculiarity given by the soil itself.

A few years ago I was going throngh a remarkable campaign
in Texas on the question of prohibition, and I was an antipro-
hibitionist. An old friend of mine, whom I had known for a long
time, came to me and said, I am astonished, sir, to find yon
going arcund over this country and defending the saloons.” I
said, * Your astonishment is not greater than mine. You have
drunk ten times more whisky than ever I saw in my lifetime, and
you are a prohibitionist. I want you to explain that to me.” He
said, ** Yes, sir; I am a prohibitionist, but I do not expect pro-
hibition to keep me from drinking whisky. I do not intend it for
that. Idrink the very best whisky that is made in the United
States. I know where it is to be had, sir. I know where there is
a peculiar soil that raises a peculiar corn, and where there is a
peculiar water; and the peculiurity of the climate, and the pecul-
iarity of the soil, and the peculiarity of the water give a peculiar
taste to the whisky.” He said, ‘- That is found in Robertscn
County, Tenn. I bringmy whisky from there, sir, and I expect to
have it as long as I live.” I asked him, ** What is it that you -
want to have prohibition for? " *‘*Not for myself,” he said, * but
for the Irish and the d——d niggers.” [Laughter.]

I give this illustration to show that there is a uliarity about
things. There is a peculiarity that adapts itself to the taste of
people in the mannfacture of certain kinds of goods and certain
kinds of stamps upon goods. I once heard a gentleman who was
a manufacturer of stockings (it was when we had up the question
of the balbriggan stockings) say that his wife would not wear the
American stockings. that her taste was to have the imported
stockings, and he got some of his own stockings that he was manu-
facturing and put the balbriggan brand on them and she was
reconciled. She did not know anything about it; it was a pious
fraud practiced on her; and she wore the stockings of her own
husband’s manufacture all the time. It is so about all these dif-
ferent things. There are peculiarities of taste in men and pecul-
iarities of taste in products that commend themselves to people
r_rho are seeking for this, that, and the other thing for consump-

ion,

I have not a single, solitary doubt but that in California they
have the finest grapes. Iknow it. I have been there and I have
geen them and eaten them. They have the finest fruits. It isone
of the greatest States in the Union. As I said, they have flowers
there that can not be equaled elsewhere on the face of the globe or
in any other place on the globe where I have ever been. But, Mr,
President, they have not the Zante currant, and these figures show
it. Therefore we ought to put a revenue duty on them instead of
putting on this high, exclusive duty of 125 per cent.

Mr. PERKINS. 1 am very desirons to have my friend from
Texas vote for this measure, and while I may not convinee him,
perhaps, that he should do so because we raise Zante currants in
_California, as I can demonstrate to him, I am sure I can have his
:iote if he is consistent, and he always is, npon the revenue ques-

on.

In 1890 Zante currants were npon the free list. The Govern-
ment received nothing from their importation. In 1804, at a cent
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and a half a pound duty, we received $20,478.22. TUnder the pro-

sed duty of 2 cents it is estimated that we will receive $39,804.28.
g‘?:erefore we should have the Senator’s vote upon the ground of
revenue, if npon no other.

But as a matter of fact, we do raise the Zante currant in Cali-
fornia. We have in California more than 4,000 vineyards, owned
by 4,000 different individuals, who employ from fifteen to twenty
thousand men, women, and boys in cultivating those vineyards.
They have demonstrated the fact that they can raise the Zante
currant. We have had a substitute, the Thompson seedless grape,
.the Sultana, and perhaps 10 per cent of the Muscat of Alexandria
are seedless and similar to the Zante currant. There is the Zante
currant [exhibiting], and I will defy my friend to distinguish it
except that it is better. The Zante currant is raised in Sutter
County, Cal.,in the central part of our State. It is raised upon a
vine the same as the grapevine and not upon a currant bush. The
Zante currant grows upon a regular grapevine so far as the
ordinary unscientific eye can determine.

But I want to show, and I am goinﬁ to be brief on this point,
beeause I feel confident that my friend from Texas will vote with
us, what was the finding of the court. I will first read from a
brief submitted by a committee of theraisin growers of California
on the raisin industry of California, and in which is embodied
several quotations from the opinion of the court:

currant is a grape. It grows upon a grapevine, and not o
hurgt?%fgﬁrtahgria cammf;lyp:uppoagel:-i. It h?ug all ﬁfe ggﬂ.!‘acter‘isticz of ’1:1]1:
grape, is treated similarly for commerce, and is essentially a grape as much
as the Muscat, the Cataw other variety, and is used as a raisin,

This statement has recently-—March 26, 15886—been judicially determined
to be true by the cirenit court of the United States, ninth circunit, northern
district of California, in a case upg_ea,lad from the decision of the Board of Gen-
eral Appraisers on doty at New York. :

In Circular No. 77. dated May 27,1808, issued by the Treasury De;;zrtment.
%Jhi:;toptnion is published, and all customs officers are instructed to be guided

Witnes=es for importers in this case undertook to contribute to the popu-
lar misconception as to the Zante currant by testifying that it isnot a grage.
But evidence of the highest character from many experts who had seen this
so-called enrrant growing on the island of Zante and on the mainland of
Greeee and in California and elsewhere showed it to be unmistakably a grape.
The court, in its opinion showing the result of the evidence, said:

“The term * Zante currant’ is a well-known commercial expression among
importers, dealers, and growers of raisins, and relates to and comprehends a
kind of raisin made from a small seedless grape grown not only in the island
of Zante, but also, and to n much greater extent, on the mainland of Greece
and other neighboring localities. *Zante currants’ is simply its English name,
It derives the name ' currants' from the fact that in times past it was shipped
from the city of Corinth, Greece. In German it is ealled *Korinthen:' in

. French, 'rasin de Corinthe;” in Spanish, ‘pasas de Corinto.” It is a raisin
grape, as distingunished from the shrub earrant, with which its name may
confound it, but from which it is entirely distinet, the former belonging to
the grapevine family, or Vitis vinifera, of Slal}ts, the latter to the shrub or
Ribes, A Zante curranton the vineisa -sized grape. When picked and
dried it is a *dried grape®or kind of raisin whose popular and commercial
designation is * Zante currants.” ]

The court then shows that this definition is in accord with that given to
the word “currant” in the Century Dictionary, Webster's International
Dictionary (1890), Encyclopedia Britannica (1877), and the Btandard Diction-
a.r5 of the English Language iselm.s}-

ne witness, Dr. Gustav Eisen, the author of a valuable book upon the
raisin, traced the history of thisgrape as far back as the year 1333,

E. W. Hilgard. professor of culture at the California State University,
testifled that a Zante currant is *' a raisin made from a small grape which

* grows in the Ionian Islands, and also in the archipe there; also on the

mainland of Asia Minor. Thaﬂnre dried and prepared in various ways and
shipped all over the world."” y other dmhng-u’.{shed scientists and agron-
o:ngtsware called as witnesses, to the same effect.

Among the exhibits used at the trial was a currant vine taken up by the
American consul at Patras, Greece, which was fully identified as a grape
belonging to the species# Vitis vinifera, and wholly distinet from the English
or kitchen-garden currant of the ies ribes. Photographs of the vine
g owing in Greece, on the mainland, and on the island of Zante, and also
growing in California, were introduced.

I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to the opinion of
the court. The court said:

Without going further into the evidence, it is enough to say that, as a
whole, the fglluwtng four propositions of fact were, to my mind, conclusively
established: (1) That the currants comprising the importation in question
are Zante currants; (2) that Zante currantsare a kind of raisin; (3) that Zante
currants are fmpes dried; and (4) that Zante currants are not the product
exclusively of the island of Zante, but they are produced also on the main-
land of Greece, in the archipelago, and other places, and in much larger
quantities than on the island.

That was the decision of the court after hearing the evidence of
Professor Hilgard, who has the chair of agriculture in our State
University, and other eminent scientists. There was a grapevine
sent by the American consul from some port in Greece. It was
exhibited in the court, and it was there demonstrated to the satis-
faction of the court that it was a facsimile of the same grapevine,
the same character of raisins or grapes or Zante currants that we
were producing there.

Baut, be that as it may, Mr. President, the imported Zante comes
into competition anyhow with the raisins of California. Ibelieve
that, in so far as it 1s possible to do so, we have our home market
for our own home production. We have demonstrated the fact
that we are capable of raising in California a sufficient quantity
of raisins and currants to Bu%ply this country, and we are doing
it to-day at a less price than they were ever furnished before.

Years ago, when I was engaged in merchandising, I sold the
ordinary Malaga raisins at from 20 to 25 cents a pound. To-day
they are selling in the markets of the principal cities of this coun-

, Or an

try at from 4 to 6 cents a pound. The price has been brougnt
down by competition among our own people, who had the cour-
age to go out West from Texas, Missouri, and other States and
settle upon those arid plains, bring in water from the mountains,
irrigate the valleys, and plant their grapevines and produce these
raisins and currants.

There is no industry of this country that is deserving of a fos-
tering care and a helping hand more than the raisin industries of
the country. I went the other day to one of our stores, and I
there bought two packages of Zante currants, imported, at 10
cents a package, and the package weighs 1 ounce less than a
pound will. Will the half-cent increase in duty here increase
the cost to the consumer? My friend from Texas knows that it
will not. If simply will increase the revenue derived by the Gov-
ernmentf, from this source.

I have here the consular reports. I will read one line to show
that our friends in Greece are trying to do something to build up
this industry there, to foster it with their own people, and then
dump their product upon our own country. Mr. George Horton,
who 18 our consul at Athens, writes:

There is much popular agitation in Greece at present, resulting from the
low price of currants, the principal crop of this country. A general idea
sgrmd. among the people that the Government is able to raise the price of
the erop at will, and there is a popular demand that Par]iamenﬂtﬂpasx some
measure to that end. Large mass meetings are being held in various parts
of Greece, and considerable excitement pravails, -

That is becausethe people of California, by their energy and their
push and their enterprise, have produced raisins and currants that
are taking the market of Greece away from those people and giv-
ing it to our people.

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from California a question?

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly.

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much interested in what the Senator
has said about the wonderful growth of the industry of raising
currants and the manufacture of raisins in California. How long
has the industry been in progress in that State?

Mr. PERKINS. In 1880 we first commenced planting grape-
viues successfully—that is, the muscat of Alexandria, and produc-
ing the Malaga raisin.

r. GRAY. And the currants?

Mr. PERKINS. The currants later. -

Mr. GRAY. TIunderstand thatthe currant production has been
a very prolific one, and certainly, from the specimen-we haveseen,
a very beautiful one, and that you are succeeding now in taking
away the market in Greece.

Mr. PERKINS. We hope to do so, with your kind assistance.
tall?[é’ GRAY. Then why do you want an additional protective

iff?

Mr. PERKINS. Becanse the wages we pay in California to otir .
own le range from $1 to $1.50 a day. Those people have fam-
ilies, and they are teaching their boys and girls the first lessons in
American citizenship; they are supporting our public schools, our
churches, paying taxes in our own country, and we want to con-
tinue to pay the same high wages that we are now paying them.

Mr. GRAY. I understand that there was no tax at on the
Zante currants up to 1894. Is that true?

Mr. PERKINS. That is not correct.

Mr. GRAY. They were on the free list in 1890,

Mr. PERKINS. From 1879 until 1891 there was a duty of a
cent a Qonnd. In 1891 they were upon the free list.

Mr. GRAY. Notwithstanding all that, the industry has flour-
ished in a most interesting and gratifying way.

Mr. PERKINS, It has languished. :

Mr. GRAY. 1Ido notsee why they should make this demand
upon the consumers and upon the home market to pay this addi-
tional tribute.

Mr. PERKINS. For the same reason, I will say to my friend
from Delaware, that has prevailed in Greece. The consul says,
and I think it answers the Senator:

The corrants are low in price—

That is, in Greece—
mai_nlg becauss there has been overproduction, If all the farmers in the
United States for some one year should plant all their land to one crop the
Ex;t:gcgt that crop would fall. This is practically what has happened in

And they have had to find a market, and they ship them to this
country in foreign ships to compete with our people.

Mr. LINDSAY. I understood the Senator to say a while ago
that it was the progress of the currant industry in California that
had broken down the price of currants in Greece.

Mr. PERKINS. No; my friend misunderstands me. It is the
competfition of the low prices that have prevailed in Greece by
overproduction, and because they have not been honest in ship-
ping their products into this country. I will take the testimony
of our consul. I will read one more paragraph. Our consul, Mr.
Horton, says:

In the haste to get large tymntitles of the profitable article on the market
arose another eonditivn that nltimately injured the price of the crop. In-

ferior currants were packed and sold as first-class, and in many cases
even was sprinkled in the boxes to add to the weight.
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That class of fruit has been brought in here to compete with us.
I expect my friend from Kentucky to join with my friend from
Texas, as I know my colleague will, and vote for this measure for
revenue, if for no other reason. : ‘

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I simply wish to correct some
statements made here which I know were made inadvertently.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] spoke of an anthority from
which Le derived his information that the so-called Zante currant
is grown only upon the island of Zante. A very little familiar
history will show how much in error was the party who gave that
information. 'We placedin ourlast tariff acta provision for Zante
currants, fixing the rate at a cent and a half a pound. It was
claimed that the exPresaion used referred only to currants coming
from the island of Zante. Althongh we had nsed it, no donbt, in
the act as we would use the words “Lima beans,” ¢ Malaga
E{apeﬁ," or any expression of that sort. still if was otherwise held

a case that was not very carefully considered in the custom-
honse in New York. Afterwards, when an invoice came to San
Francisco from Patras, the matter was decided in the suit referred
to by my colleague, which is entitled *‘ In re Wise, collector, 73
Federal orter, page183.” The judge, in delivering the opinion,
among other things, said:

As a matter of fact, the evidence tended to show that much larger quan-
tities of Zante currants, so called, are grown and exported from the provinces
of Greece than from the island of Zante, and that those grown on the main-
land are still known commercially in this country as “ Zante currants.” In
other words, ** Zante currants ¥ is the commercial name for this variety of
grape, when dried into raisins. It would be unreasonable to suppose that Con-

L in impﬂsiu&dntieson Zante currantsin the general language employed,
tended to tax those coming from the island of Zante alone and not those
which come in much larger quantities from other localities.

That, of course. disposes of the contention absolutely that they are
solelya product of theisland of Zante. Again,every scientific work
on the subject defines Zante currant as a true raisin. If Senators
who have any doubt on the subject will take the trouble to look
at the bush which was sent me by Mr. Onstott, of Yuba County,
Cal., whose product I have here, they will be unable to distingnish
it from any other grapevine they have ever seen. The leaves are
precisely alike, and the bunches of fruit, which of course are now
very small and green, are formed very much as the Zinfandel

gr’ﬂ;e ZrOWSs.
e English currant, which we see growing in our yards, is an
entirely different product,so much so that wine is made ount of the
ﬂa.pe produced on the currant bush; but now we in California
ve produced not only a large raisin, which is generally known
as the Malaga raisin of commerce, but a large number of smaller
raisins without seeds. Among those are the Zante currant, so
called, and other variefies, I believe, of the seedless grape. The
Zante grape—for it is truly a grape—is a competitor with all of
the other classes of raisins, and if we are to utilize this tariff bill
for any p whatever with reference to raisins, there should
be no exclusion of the Zante currant, which is itself a true raisin
and comes from a true grape.

S0, in looking over the matter, when the case to which I have
referred was in the course of preparation, the counsel upon neither
side could find asingle anthority anywhere to the contrary, and to
settle the dispute we took the trouble to send to Greece to get an
actual Zante currant bush and produced it in court as an exhibit.
It was precisely the same bush that I have here now in the cloak-
room. So there was nothing in that point. While the suit was
pending, the Zante currants, under the decision of the board of
appraisers, were admitted free, and we lost a very large amount
of revenue.

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator 4 question?

Mr. WHITE. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. Ihave been unable to follow the Senator’s state-
ment fully, and I should like to ask him whether he is in favor of
the duty on Zante currants or not?

Mr. . Ihave always been in favor of a duty on Zante
currants, and a duty on a good many other articles, I will say to
the Senator from Massachusetts, produced even under the shadow
of“}iﬁs influence. Iam not opposed to duties, and I have never
said so.

* Mr. HOAR. Idid not put the question to the Senator from
California with the view which he seems to suspose. I put the

uestion very much as Geeneral Taylor etnployed bloodhounds in
Ehﬂ Seminole war, not to worry the Indians, but to find out where
they were. [Laughter.]

. WHITE. I do not exactly know to whom the Senator re-
fers by the Indian in this case: but his wisdom is frequently so oc-
cult that T am not able to reach conclusions regarding it.

Al Idesire to say, in ¢onclusion., Mr, President, is that the Zante
currant of comnmerce and the raisin shonld be treated alike, and
if we are to have a bill imposing duties at all, the whole class of
raisins should be retained.

Mr. GEAR. Iused to be a merchant many years ago, and I
have sold a great many of the goods called Zante currants, Itis

purely a commercial .Fhr“e‘ as everybody who has investigated

e matter knows, They are a very low, inferior order of grape

that have been grown in Corinth and in the island of Zante, which

ves the name of ** Zante currant™ to them. They are imported
in large quantities. They are a very inferior article of gzoods and
sold at a very low price. I recpllect prior to ths McKinley law
they were but a cent or a cent and a quarter a pound. We put
them on the free list because we found that they were nused largel
by the plain people of this country (as Mr. Lincoln used to caﬂ
them) in making pies and puddings.

Mr. GRAY. And very good they are, too.

Mr. GEAR. They do not compete with the Zante grapes of Cali-
fornia, which my friend refers to. There is 4 cents a pound differ-
ence. When our Democratic friends were framing the Wilson
tariff bill they found that they wanted revenue. It was claimed
that Zante currants were high priced, and they put a duty on
them of a cent and a half a pound, which was about 150 per cent,
for they were only worth a cent to a cent and a quarter a pound.

Greece is a pretty poor country, as we all know. and they kee
no minister here: they only have a consul-general of the GreeE
Government, who lives in New York. I can not recall his name,

Mr. WHITE, Mr. Botassi.

. Mr. GEAR. Yes; Mr. Botassi. He came to me for a letter of
introduction, and at his request I introduced him to the con-
ferees on the part of the House of Representatives when the bill
was pending between the two Houses in conference, Judge Mont-
gomery and Judge Turner, who werz conferees on the part of the
House, and also gave him a letter to my friend Hon. William L.
Wilson. Mr. Botassi went down to the Arlington Hotel to con-
sult with Mr. Wilson, who gave him an audience and treated him
very courteonsly. , p

Mr, Botassi told Mr. Wilson that Greece was a very poor coun-
try and that their product did not really come into competition
with the California grapes; that they were sold at 1 cent a pound
and used by a different class opreople; that they were quoted at
that price in New York. Mr. Wilson said to Mr. Botassi: “ You
will get no protection in this bill for your ]Jeople. Our Democratic
friends are demanding an increase on all these things. The Sen-
ator from California is preeminent, and these duties will stand.”
‘When I saw him after the interview with Mr. Wilson, I said to
him, ** Mr. Botassi, how did youcomeout?’ He said: * I did not
come out at all. I went down to the Arlinﬁm and I had a very
delightful interview with Mr. Wilson. He knows more abount m
cmum-ﬁ than I do, though I was born in Greece. He knows all
about her ancient history, her wars, her statunary, her art, and
everything else, *“but he not know a tam ting ” about currants,
And that was substantially true. [Langhter.]

The whole theory of the duty of 1} cents a pound on Zante cur-
rants in the Wilson law was based on the assumption that there
was competition between the Grecian and the California carrant,
when any man who is a merchant can understand the difference
between these two articles; and yet our committee has seen fit to
increase the duty to 2 cents a pound, which I shall vote for, be-
cause I believe in E:étecﬁng the grapes of California; but I shall
vote for it upon a different principle from what the Senator from
California does.

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Iowa}&Mr. GEAR] has demon-
strated that what I stated was correct. He says that these grapes
from Zante or from Greece do not come in competition with the
American currants, that our currants are worth 4 cents a pound
and the imported Zante currants are worth from 1 cent to 13 cents
a ponnd. t is what I stated. that this duty can not be for
protection, and that it is too high for revenue. ]

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the Senator that I purchased at
a leadi in this city two packages of Zante currants,
supposed to be a pound avoirdupois, but they weighed but 15
onnces, and T was charged 10 cents a pound for them. We sell
our best California currants for less than that.

Mr. MILLS. Still they are quoted at1.6 cents a pound officially,
I am going by the official tables, and not by the prices charged by
retailers every day all over the country.

Mr. PERKINS. What I intended to say was that the consumer
did not get the benefit of if.

Mr. M?LLS. I am talking now abont the Zante currantscoming
in competition with the California currants. I say the Senator
from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] hasdemonstrated that they do not; and if
they do not, what is your excessive duty going to do? You can
not bring them into this country and naturalize them, to nse the .
expression of the protectionists; it is immpossible to do that; and
my friend from gaiifornia. on this side of the Chamber [Mr.
WHiTE] says that in the judicial investigation to which he has
referred he brought a plant from Greece into court and demon-
strated that it was the same plant they have in California; buthe
did not pretend fo say that he could bring the atmosphere and soil
of Greece with it.

My father was a Virginian, born over in eastern Virginia, and
lived and died in the belief that there was no real, pure chewin

tobucco except “ the Jeems River,” as he called it: and he chew,
‘“Jeems River” as long ashe lived. When I wus a boy, he sent to
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Cuba and gof the seed of the celebrated Cuban tobacco to make
into cigars, and I used to male cigars for sale when I was a chap.
Every other year he wounld have to send to Cuba and renew the
geed. Why? The seed sent here was from the same plant pre-
cisely that they have in Caba, and it was grown in the United
Btates, but they could not bring the Cuban soil and the Cuban
climate, and the tolincco degemerated and became American to-
bacco by a provess of differentiation, or evolution. as [ suppose
the scientists would call it. In Cuba the soil and climate entered
into the tobacco. I remember when it was growing the first year
on our land in Kenfucky, if you occupied a position a quarter of
a mile from the field and the wind was blowing in your direction
across the field, you conld smell the delightful arowna from if, but
the third or fourth year it was gone,

Mr. President, we may make high tariffs and put on all sorts
of duties, but we can not change the law of nature. These things
are peculiar gifts fo man, and the influences of soil and climate,
all these things that God in His wisdomn has made, we can not
change. Our wants go out to them all over the whole face of the
earth, and we send the products of our labor in exchange for them.

I want to again call the attention of our friends to the fact that
when yon are putting these prohibitive duties on thinzs coming
to the United States yon are putting prohibitive duties against the
things {hat we produce by our labor going away from the United
States; yon are depressing flie prices of things that we have to
sell and upon which we have to get a living, and you are raising
the prices of the (hings that we have to buy and upon which we
have to live.

I return to the proposition with which Isef ouf. Iam willing
to vote for a revenue duty, and a good substantial revenne duty,
on this article, lnt I can not ses why our friends, who can not
produce this article by any amounnt of fostering in this conntry,
will inxist npon hizh duties simply to exclude the article from
coming to this conntry and exclude our cotton going from the
Bouth to ﬁ:_aly for it,

Mr. WHITE. Afr. President, if T understand the argument of
my friend the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mruis], it is that because
there is a greatly inforior fruit raised in Greece that we ecan not
hope to emulate Greece in the raising of that fruit, even if we
were to bring the vine and plant it in our own State. Of course
we would not attempt any emulation of that kind; but I believe
that even an inferior fruit, when it competes with a superior
fruit, is more liable fo depreciate the general market, so far as
thauifmpoaition goes, if it s material at all, than a fruit that is of
en} quality. 1 belicve that that is the experience of everyone,
?biu course I have my own theory about the ultimate effect of all

I believe that ultimately there will be such a larpe quantity of
this froit produced that it will be a very diffienlt problem for
those engaged in making this particular product to know what
they are going to do with it; but I am taking the theory of this
bill and l‘%‘l}lowin:( it through, and I am very certain, taking the
whole production as expressed in the words ** raisins” and ** Zante
currants” together, that we are imposing & duty which will yield
& large amonnt of revenue, but which will not go over the average
of this bill.

I differ entirely with my friend the Senator from Texas that
this article will be excluded. I think he will ascertain by the end
of the fiscal yeqr that we will hiave some revenus out of it, and
while it has been said here that this Lill will yield 830,000,000 of
surplus, I must say for myself that I think the surplus will ba
exceedingly small, unless we recover some of that prosperity for
which we have been looking for many days, and for which we
have very recently prayed.

Mr. MILLS, Zante currants by the law of 1800 were free, and
we impnrted $1,185,532 worth of them when they were on the free
list. The law of 1504 put s duty of a cent and a half a pound
u]ion them, equivalent to about U3 per cent, and the importation
fell down to §32,7883, \

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will excuse me. that is a mistake.
I said a few minntes ago, perhaps while the Senator was not in
the Chamber, that the General Board of Appraisers of New York
held that the tariff only applied to currants produced in the island
of Zant», and admitte the others free.

Mr. MILLS. Then these figures are not correct.

Mr. WHITE. Only as to the island of Zante, and not to the
general Lmllrgmtiun of eurrants,

AMr. MILLS. Of course I can only go by the figures which have
‘been furnished ns.

AMr. WHITE. What T have stated is the fact.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the three amend-
ments proposod by the Senmator from Arkansas [Mr, Joxes] to
paragraph 263,

10 amendments wera rejected.
reading of the bill wis resnmed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 264, on page 78,
Lline 1, after the word “ grapes,” to strike ont ** and peaches, 1 cent

per pound " and insert *“in barrels or other packages, 20 cents per
cubic foot;” so as to make the paragraph read: :

24 Grapes in barrols or other packages, 20 cents per cuhbic foot,

The amendinent was agreed to,

The next amendment was, in paragraph 205, on page TR, lne 4,
after the word ** pomelos,” to strike out *“ three-fourths of 1 cent”
and insert **1 cent;" =0 as to read:

pa?.lg"i Oranges, lemons, limes, graps froit, shaddocks or pomelos, 1 ceut per
ils

The amendment was agreod to.

S The next amendment was, on page 78, line 5, after the word
ponnd,” to strike out the remainder of the parazraph, as follows:
And in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem upon the boxes, harrals, or

other articles containine ml?‘ of the fovegolng: Provided, That the thin wood,

0 valled, comprising tho sides, tops, and hottoms of crange and lemon boxos

of the growth and mannfuctire of the United Btates, exported ns orange mmd

lemon box shooks, may be reimported in completed Form, filled with orauges

and lemons, by the payment cf duty at ouc-half the race Imposed on

boxes of entirely forelyn growth and manufacture,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, JONES of Avkansns. 1 move to strike out paragraph 205
as amended and insert the paragraph which I send to the desk,
which is the paragraph in the present law relating to those articles,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen-
ator from Arkansas will be stated.

The SkcrRETARY. Itis proposed to strike ont paragraph 205 as
amended and in lieu thereof to insert:

255, Oranges, lemons, and Hmes, in packages, at the rateof 8cents
foot of capacity; in bulk, $L6) per l.utLI: mlm ad

per cont ad valorem npon the hoxes or barrals contnining snch orriges, lim-
ons, or limes: Provided, That the thin wood, g0 enllod, cvnprising tho sides,
tops, nnd bottoms of orange sud lemon boxesn! the growth and manufacturs
of the United Statos, axlportml a8 orange and Iomon box shonks, may be re-
imported in complsted form, filiod with oranges-and lemons, by the payment
of duty at one-half the rate imposed on similar boxes of entireiy forsign
growth and manufacture,

Mr. JONES of Arkansns. Of conrse I knowitisutter]ly useless
to nndertake to get any change in any of these rates, and I shall
not enter into any elaborate discussion of this proposition, but I
have the reasons so elearly shown why my amendment should be
adopted and why the high rate in the bill shonld not be adopted
in a letter sent to me from Nesw York that I shall read the letter,
which comes from an importer. He says:

NEW Yoax, March 25, 1507,

BesrrcTED Bro: Wo desire to eall your marked attention to paragraph
No. 25 in the new tariff, ﬂxingum pm;)med duty on imported green froit—
L ¢., oranges pnd lomons—at the rate of three-fourtha of a cent per pound,
which, wa feel contldent, is an orror due to n misunderstanding of the cir-
enmstanees surrounding its importation, and one which will work radical in-
jury to the poor of our city and to those who are engaged in bringing this
most healthful hurmgf Lo irm:gho t:::utry. A Fookiuk

The present du specific at B eents per enble foot of enpacity of the box
and ?!I]:mr cent sul valorem on the boxes, making a total dut ,::l about 23
cents per box, while the proposed change raises the duty, each box weighing
from M) to 1) pounds, to i) ar #) cents, or equivaient to an incresse of, say,
from 200 per cent to 800 per cent.

While the consumptinu of Birily lemons alone for tho yenr ending Novem-
Ler | last amounted to 202200 boxes, the total amount produced in this conn-
try, from California only, was abont X0 boxes, Florida heing absolutel
ont of the question, owing to the nunfortunate ruin of her groves by frost, an
will continue to be for several years to come.

As lemon trees take ten years' growth tocome into full bearing, and there
is no way to supply the Inrge diminution in imports which will unquestion-
#bly occurif this apparently unjust and unnecessary diserimination is made

nst foreign lomons, it ean but work injury to the poor of our rities
favor of an nndeveloped industry of the State of California, which is entire
inadequate to the of supplying the country at large, éven were it given
a full opportunity to ds so.

And Lgfs same argnment holda good in regard to the cheap Sicily oranges,
which, selling to people of scanty moans at o costof 1 penny each, do not seem
to eall for protection to such an exorhitant degree in favor of the California
orangs, * the rich man's fruit,’” as its sobriguet is, since & cost of, say, 6 cents
is far boyond their slender means.

‘We do not hesitate to ex) our views thus frankly, as we are not only
foreign-truit experts, but also steamship agents for a ine which is Lringing
into the conntry (at this moment) fully one-half of all the fruit that isim-
ported from It f‘ and we know that oar views are those of & majority of the
people engaged in the frult business at this the largest frait center in this
conntry.

In our capacity of steamship agents we also beg leavo to tell you that it is
a practical imposaibility for the correet duty due on fruits Imported to be
wscertained withont causing an mnnecessaey and cruel loss tothe fruit ownera
und steamship lines, )

Green froit is imported by steamships which earry little or nothi.rxnem
in cargoes of an average of 20,000 boxes, which consist of from 30 to dif-
ferent brands and shipments.

. Toascertuin the weight of tho fruit in theso hoxes it will be nocessary to
weigh sevariel hoxes of each lot by removing thoir contents, to the destrue-
tion of heantifully packed and ornnmented inside coverings materinlly affoct-
ing the markoet vilue of boxes so destroyed, nor can the large proportion of
robten fruit which oftentimes is found inpart of tho boxes, be secertuined
Ly the examination of a few of them, and we sulnnit that rotten fruit is no
more g proper article for taxntion than nny other absolotely valueleas urticla,

Tha sbove-mentioned mathod of welghing boxes will furthor entail an ane
just and sowarrantable delay in the munagement aod deltvery of onrcar«
goes, which are ‘discharged an docks whose rental anionnts to 210 per day,
and those cargoes, eonsisting of perishable merchandise, detoriorkte more
avary day they are dotained.

The inipartation of bananas lnst year smonnted to 12,000,010 hunches, fres
of duty,and they counld easfly bear n part of the Lmrden which has heen

laced upon lemons and oran without affecting the retail price in the
ga&t. degree, and at the daty of only 10 cents per bunch wouald yield

T cubio
dition thereto aduty of 50

-5
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the Governmentan increass in revenueof 31,200,000, and afford s much-needed
rotection to our eonstuntly increasing crop of apples, which now suffers
rom thelr competition. g

Inviow of theabovecirrumstances, wa pray you that yon will nse your great
influence to prevent the injury to and (st loast) the partinl déstroction of a
business upon which nt least 10,00k of onr citizens depend for their mneans of
auﬁ:-?ﬁiré‘ﬁy W. Mitchell goes to Wnshington this afternoon in connoection
with the subject-muttor of this letter, nnd will stop at the Metropolitan
Hotel. Should you desire any further information on the subject, it will
afforil him grent pleasure to piace himself at your disposal,

Yours, very truly, )
VILLARF, MITCHELL & CO.

Hon. JAves K. JOXES,

s M Streeet NW,, Washington, D. C.

This letter shows distinctly and clearly that the present pro-
poseil tax on this article will prove a very great detriment to this
trade. These oranges and lemons can not be examined by the
appraisers under the provisions of this bill without very materially
injuring them,

There is practically no competition now between Sicily oranges
and California oranges, Take one of each and show them to any-
body, and there will be no hesitancy about the valne. One will
gall for 5 cents, and you nm{ buy the others for a cent apiece in
this town. Recently when I wanted to buy oranges, when I was
present with a member of my family, 50 cents a dozen was the
price asked for California oranges, and a cent apiece was the
price of the other oranges. Nobody wounld hesitate a moment to
say that those selling for 50 cents n dozen were infinitely cheaper
than those at 12 cents a dozen, There is practically no compari-
son between the two, If this class of fruit isallowed to coms in,
it will reach a class of people who wonld probably buy the lower

riced oranges and nse that kind of fruit, and there ought not fo
Ee an increased rate to prevent the importation of the cheaper and
lower grade simply bocause there is a similar kind of fruit pro-
duced in this country.

Mr. PERKINS. Only a word, Nr. President, in answer to my
The letter which the Senator has read is
a special plea from the agent of a foreign ship, manned by for-
eigners, built in a foreign country, and representing the prodnet
of foreign toil. :

NMr. JONES of Arkansas. Does if tell the truth?

Mr. PEREKINS. 1 have no doubt of the truth of what I have

stated, for I have a duplicate of the letter which the Seuator read,
or one similar to that, which was written to me. No doubt the
writer of the letter has told the truth, as he understands it, from
his standpoint. He is advocating the interests of those he repre-
sents, Heis theagent of a foreign ship, built in a foreign country,
manned by foreigners, and he represents the product of a foreign
goil. The owners of that ship Eo not pay one dollar tax to this
country.
I stand here. Mr. President, representing in a small degree the
hortienlturists of this country, especially those in my own State,
and we have demonstrated that we can raise citrus fruits, lemons
and oranges, equal to any other country on God’s footstool. All
we ask—we do not want any protection—is.the difference between
the price we pay for labor in this country and that paid in for-
eign countrics.

I want to say as to the ad valorem duty fixed in this bill, that I
have made a careful calculation of it, and it is a much less figure
than that levied by Russia, by Germany, by Denmark, and by
Anstrin-Hungary, and the result is neither one of those conntries
raises citrus fruits, either lemons, oranges, or any other belong-
ing to that particular citrns familg.

The duty proposed is a rcasfnable duty; it is a fair duty; and
when the Senator says that this frnit can not beaveighed, and ob-
jects that the duty is not specific, I ask what can be more specific
than the imposition of duty by weight? Every barrel of sngar
that comes into this country from Germany or from any other
country, every cask of branc’iy. has the gross weight, the tare, and
the net weight marked upon it.

So far as damaged fruits are concerned, the fact of the damage
ean be verified by the weighers. Inanswer tothat, I may say that
1 have a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury stating that
there is no frouble whateyver in weighing fruit that comes iuto
this conntry.

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this is aspecions argnment,
a special plea by the agent of a steamship company, Every trans-
Bortntiun company of this conntry is coming down o a weight

asis, and their froight is classified upon a weight basis. I amin
the steamship business myself, and I know how easy if is to jug-

le with fignres abont measnrements. You can measure an ob-
ong, a square, a trinngle, or a torpedo-shaped box; and it takes

uite a mathematician to make a calculation of the contents.

he steamship men, from what 1 know of them, generally favor
their side of the house, or the agents do certainly. Thercfore, it
is fair, 1ight, and proper to have this specific duty by weight.

As to the spevial plea abont the damege to the frait, my friend
knows well—because he is thoronghly conversant with the lanw—
that if there is 10 per cent damage to any of the fruit, they have

the right to reject it and to surrender it to the Government, and
therefore it pays nothing. If there were 100 boxes of lhmes, or
lemons, or oranges, aud it was found that 10 of them had been
spoiled on the voyaze, the importers simply segregate them aud
say to the inspector: ** We surrender that 10 per cent of this in-
voice,” and that is tho end of ib.

Mr, MCLAURIN. TIhave & letter here, Mr. President, from a
geunina importer of fruit, who is not connected with any stenm-
ship company, and which is a strong support of the position taken
by the Semator from Arkansas [Mr. JoONER]|. The letter comes
from Charieston, 8. C., and I ask that it may be read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read asrequested.

The Seeretary read as follows:

CrantesTox, B. O, June 7, 1597,

Dean 8in: Your favor of the 4th Instant has our attention. Replying to
the same, wo beg to state we have no data to give on the subjeet except what
weTl]uu-u n‘lrittt.-u :’nu ol in rur ﬂr:? lotter, feil 5 Sha ~ of

e entira matter, condensod in o nutshell, t o dut 1 cent
pound will simply ba prohibi ::n' - L Par

The following points, we think,can be used by you to 1 effect. The
average prica the year round on ornnges and lemons {rom gumig'u conntries
will not exeesd L5 per box.  This you can have confirmed by refersnce to
gnles maile by Messrs. Brown & Seceoml, of New York City, the lar fruit
wuetion house In the United States, and headguarters for the sale of foreign
oranges swnd lemons.

The welght of a Lox of lomons or oranges is R pounds, and the duty of 1
cent per pound means B conts per box: to this sdd the cost of the bax, paper,
wrapping, and freight, and you will see that it will not bring more than ex-
penses, loaving nothing for the growers. The consequence will be that im-

vorts will cense, and the price will be such that ontl the wealthy can usa

hem:; whereas were they free, they would have no effect on the nor
the Californin erop, because they are such inferior goods to elther one of tha
domesticerops. _

Aguin, 5 por cent of the foreign cmr has bean marketed befors the Florida
erop beging, that is abont November 1; and three-quarters of the crop from
}-‘)i‘ilrid:? lllt;lﬂ been marketed before the Califurnia begins, which Is about

szem ber 10,

As we have said beforo, the quality of the foreign fruit is so much inferk
to olther the Florida or the {:uﬂfuruﬁl fruit that Elvvn when i-"lnr!'d:n had hg:
crop of G004 boxes they sold for o) per eont more than any Mediterranean
frult did. and do now, and will always continne to do so.

Wo agaln beg leave to assert that it is only the poorer classes who buy the
imported Froit, as anyone who can afford it will readily pay double the price
for o Floridaor California orange that he would for an iruported one: and as
we have sald in cur first letter, the duty ean not help Floridn or California,
Mfuf] mlltl‘ﬂt deprive the poor of the fruit and simply prohibit the importation
of fru

If the proposed dnty is passed, the result will prove our prediction, and
will be n great impasition on the middle clisses % =

As regards the grape fruit or shaddock, they shonld remain as they are
now—thut is, free. There is none ralsed here to kof; the industry is onl
in its infaney, and it will take years bofore any size of u crop is raised at ll!
Florida and Culifornia together do not raise one thousandth t of the con-
sumption. This fruit is mostly used inn case of sickness, and they weigh from
about four tofive }mundﬁ onch and sell for from five tosix dollars per hund
and if thia duty of 1 cent per pound s limposed npon them, you can see j
n‘l:ﬁﬁt wllll}t it tl?énm' ek dut %

egarding difference bhotween duty por pound and da r thousan
will require donble length of time to weigh a e of &y 2o in bu hd{'ji:
which way u good many are imported) than to count them. oranges
are sold by the thonsand and not by weight, and we think complaints wounld
causod on this seore alone, not to say that extra costs would be put to the
Government; and thi.::ikddm.l to the fact that only the moderate classes would
suffer, shonld by called to the sttention of the Senato,

If this high tariff is d, it will not only deprive the poor man of his
ommlxm and lemons, but will take away revenne from the Government, fur-
&l}‘ ves freight for steamships and railroads, less business for importers and
TR,

We can not see why the entim}mr!e of this country shonld be taxed sim-
Ply to ennlile a few growers in Florida and California to sell thelir products
'or more than market price. Nor can we be persuaded to believe high
protection will improve the quality of the im od orange and ensbls them
to be put on competition with ornia or Florida oranges, which are of so
mueh superior quality.

If the Henate passes this tariff, we hope they will find comfort in the mis-
ery and oppression they will canse the poorer classes by it. Thanking yon
for your kind nttention and wishing you succoss,

We remain, very respectfolly, yours,
HENRY BAYER & BON.

Hon. Jonx L. MCLAURIN,

IFnited Slates Senate, Washington, D, €,

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as anxions as I am to see the end
of the tariff discussion, and as unwilling as I am to protract it
even for a few moments by any contribution of mine, I can not
allow this schednle to pass withont adding my protest to that of
other Senators in regard to the iniquity of the proposed duty. It
is a good illustration of the devastating effect that a mrenﬁer to
the principle of commercial restriction works npon otherwise
good and clear minds, Once grant the power to any class to use
the sovereign power of the country for their own benefit, and at
once all the evil charneteristics that attach to power and to des-
potisin will characterize its exercise,

My, President, this is a wanton and a eruel tax upon the poor
people of this country. My amiable und good friend the Senator
from California, who I know las as much of the milk of homan
kindness 08 anyone, is yet a good illustration of what I have jost
spoken of—how forgetfnl hie imnay become of the wider interests of
hmnanity and of kindness and of benevolence, which generally
possass his breast, when he becomes the advocate here of an espe-
cially greeily and grasping interest.

Mr. HOAR. My I ask the Senator from Delaware a gnestion?

Mr. GRAY. Notnow; as the Senator fromn Massachuserts says,
not until I conclude what I am saying.




1897.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1767

Mr. HOAR. I wish to know to which Senator from California
the Senator from Delaware refers. )

Mr. GRAY. I am speaking to the Senator from California in
front of me [Mr. PERKINS]. i

In reply to the Senator from Arkansas, the Senator said, with a
good deal of warmth of feeling I thought, that the Senator from
Arkansas was making the plea of an importing agency and of
transportation companies as against the interests of the fruit
growers of the section of country represented by the Senator from
California. If we were merely to balance the selfish interests of
those two classes, I do not know whether we might not say that
both are deserving. I do not see why the one deseryes enconr-
_ agement and commendation and the other malediction and re-

roach. It is an honest business, as the Senator from California
ows, to engage in the transportation of the bounties of nature
across the sea, and to bring them from one country to another in
order that they may be enjoyed as widely as possible. But he
has spoken of the class of fruit growers for whom he takes the
floor, and he has commented with a good deal of severity upon
the other class.

1 wish to say that in the few words Ishall utter I am speaking for
a much larger and much more meritorious class, and that is the
great body of the consnmers of this country, those forgotten peo-
ple of whom the Senator from Texas p![r MiLiLs] spoke so elo-
quently the other day. I am speaking for every fever-wasted pa-
tient in a hospital. I am speaking for the Iioor wan boy and girl
who, in the paroxysm of fever, need a cooling fruit that can be
bought for a penny apiece. I am speaking for those who are ex-
clufed from the high-priced productions of the California groves
and the Florida groves, and it is on that acconnt that I thought it
worth while to delay the Senate, for a few moments at least, while
the car of progress in this cruel and, as I have characterized it,
wanton proposition rolls along.

Mr, President, this tax, unless the figures I have are entirely
erroneous, will amount to an increase of 411 per cent over the
‘Wilson Act. the present tariff law, and an increase of 280 per cent
over the McKinley tariff act of 1890. What is the justification for
it? The letter to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, McLAU-
RIN], just read, states, and states truly, I have no doubf, that the
oranges that come from BSiecily, inferior in quality to California
and I'lorida oranges, selling for a centapiece where the others sell
for 5 or 6 cents apiece. come at a time when the Florida orange
and the California orange are not in the market. They supply a
vacnum in the market and do not seriously interfere with the
American production. But if they did, what of it? Why, then,
should we put ourselves at the mercy of those who have been
blessed with the bounty of nature and have been able to cultivate
this fruit, no doubt to their own advantage, and S&y the high
wages that American workmen enjoy? Why should we, in their
interest, put this additional tax to go not into the Treasury, but
into the pockets of the favored few who have so developed this
industry as has been portrayed by the Senator from California?

If those orange groves have flourished, if this industry hasbeen
fairly profitable in the past, why do they seek additional profit to
be levied not out of the ordinary commmercial competition of the
world, but from legislation and out of the pockets of the people
who can least afford to pay it?

Mr. President, this is all I intend tosay. Itisall Icansay. If
pertains to all this schedule. It pertains to the pineagpla as well
as to the orange, for the pineapple, as we will see further on, is to
be made a very expensive luxury, and it will take out of the reach
of the poor people of this country a healthful, necessary fruit
product, one that adds to the enjoyment and comfort of the peo-
ple and does a_ little to relieve the hardship of those who have to
toil for their daily bread and for the scant subsistence which in
distressed times comes to them. I do notf see why we should now
apﬁ;ove such a wanton and cruel proposition.

. PERKINS. WMr. President, I can not permit the remarks
of my friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GraY], the philan-
thropic views which he has sofeelingly expressed in sympathy for
the sick and fever patients, to go without extending to him my
right hand of fellowship in sympathy. I think, perhaps, that is
one reason why I feel it incumbent nupon me to champion the
citrus growers of California—the orange and lemon growers, I
have in mind an occasion, some three or four years since, when
the poor sick people were famishing from thirst, dying with fever
heat because there was no lemon, no lime to appease their thirst.
Our philanthropic friends who represented the foreign steamship
comi)anias imported millions, and advanced the price from $2and $3
until it reached $8a box. Some of our California orchardists had
a few thousand boxes Elaced away in their storehouses, and they
sent them into the market, and the fever patients were relieved b,
California coming to their rescue. They did it then and they will
do it now, and I am on his side, for the people, in order that they
may have cheap fruit and good fruit.

The trouble is that European countries have placed such a high
duty upon citras fruits that only the very best fruit is taken into

those countries, while the poor windfalls are sent into this coun-
try, carrying with them pestilence and disease frequently, for they
are condemned by the gquarantine officers and in many instances
are thrown overboard,

Now as fo the duty. I havemade a corresponding table.  Twill
not weary the Senate by going through all of its details, but taking
the average price, in 1805 it was 35 per cent ad valorem on 1 cent
a pound. In 1896. taking the average of the twelve months, it
was 304 per cent ad valorem. These figures are here in answer to
a cir¢ularsent from New York, and I am prepared to verify them.

This duty is a small one, I will say to my friend the Senator
from South Carolina, who had a letter read here. This is 39 per
cent, and the other day I had the pleasure of voting for over 100
per centon rice. Ithoughtitwas right. I wantto protectSounth
Carolina and all the other States against the cooly labor that is
sendin%vrice into this country, but we want but 85 to 39 per cent.

Mr., WHITE, My, President, I trust that the ramor which has
lately gained currency with respect to an island where coolies

roduce rice, that it is to be incorporated as a part of the American

Ipublic, may prove to be somewhat of a canard.

wish to say one word in reference to the cirecular read by the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNxes]. The assertion that fruit
would be injured by weighing is to me a novelty. If it is true in
the United States, it must be true in France and England, and
all the countries of Europe where duties are imposed upon this
article, for everywhere they weigh the article. That is a complete
answer to that statement.

Another t.hing. The same authority states that it will be great
difficulty in finding the rotten frunit. They pay a duty now upon
measuring the boxes. How do they find the rotten fruit by meas-
g;ing othe boxes? Canthey not find it just as well if they weigh the

xes?

The packages that come in now are much wider in the middle
than at either end. The measurement is usually made by a tape-
line. The length of the box is measured, and the end of the box
is measured, and in that way they bulge it a good deal on the reve-
nue officials. Pound duty has been found, in other countries, to
work well, and we are simply behind the times in trying to levy
the duties as we have been doing in the past. As far as concerns
this being an extreme duty, it is not. On the present price it will
not exceed 45 per cent ad valorem.

I will say that in 1806 California packed 1,340,000 cases of frui
and produnced 84,000,000 pounds of raisins, 148,500,000 pounds o
dried fruit, 51,000,000 pounds of prunes, and about 8,000 carloads of
oranges, She also produced $350,000 worth of nuts. There are
76,000 acres set out to oranges and 70,000 planted in prunes. Her
lemon product in 1897 will aggregate about 1,000 carloads, at 280
boxes to the car, or 280,000 boxes, upon which the freight, at $1.10

r box, equals $380,000. The orange product for 1897 is 7,100 car-

oads, each car containing 336 boxes, or a total of 2,385,600 boxes,
npon which the freight, at 90 cents per box, equals $2,147,040, or
an aggregate freight for oranges and lemons alone of about $2.500,~
000. Riverside alone pays nearly 700,000 in freight. It is within
the figures to say that the freight rates annually paid by California
upon green and dried fraits, including citrus fruits and prunes
and raisins, approximate $6,000,000.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I still believe there
will be some difficulty of administration, as suggested by the gen-
tleman’s letter which I read. The delay in taking the fruit from
the ships into the hands of the dealers of course always results in
more or less injury to the fruit. The longer the delay is the
greater the injury to the frnit. Unpacking and reexamining

ruit in boxes must take a very great length of time, and it must
be a very considerable annoyance. But I do not propose to dis-
cuss that point any further.

I understand perfectly well that this paragraph will remain in
the bill, as the balance do. It will stay here exactly by the same
force and the same power which has kept so many unjust things
in the bill heretofore. But there is one other point I wish to
call attention to before we leave this paragraph. I was struck
with the providence of the majority of the Finance Committee
when our attention was called by the Senator from Iowa to para-
graph 5354 in the free list about the importation of fish. I wish
to call particular attention to this, and the reason for this being
done, and then I want to read a letter from a prominent citizen
of the United States about the fruit business. The free para-
graph as to fish says:

Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the Great
Lakes or other fresh waters—

Now, this is the part to which I wish you to pay particular
attention—
by or for American fishermen or citizens of the United States.

There seems to be a desire there on the part of the committee to
take care of the people of the United States even when they hire
foreigners to catch pauper fish in ontside waters. They are to be
allowed to come into the United States free.
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I have a letter, a very short one, written by Mr. J. A. Robertson,
a gentleman well known to many members of the Senate perhaps,
a gentleman of high character and high standing, whose state-
ments will be accepted as true by everybody who knows him.
It is written from Monterey, Mexico. The letter is short and

explains itself:

First, presenting my apol for annoying you about a Yersonn.l matter,
but feeling that you do not: to see an injustice done, I beg to explain
that I am the owner of a large orange and fruit farm at Montemorelos, in this

State. 1have beén en in this enterpriss for about seven years, and my
trees will come into bearing some this year and generally next year. Under
the McKin%ey bill the duty on oranges was 25 cents per box of 2 cubic feet.
Under the Wilson bill the duty was reduced to 20 cents per box—S8 cents a cu-
bie foot—and an ad valorem of 4 cents a box. The Dingley bill proposes a
tariff of 20 cents a cubic foot, or 40 cents a box, Now, the California people
are not yet satisfled and want their Senators to ask fora duty of 1 cent per

nd, which would be about 75 cents per box, which does not seem very
me for a single box, though it is equivalent to 3210 per car.

An oran ve in fulll in California will produce from 4 to5hoxes
per tree, with 103 trees to an acre, being equivalent to from 400 to 425 boxes per
acre, which makesa tariff in their favor of from £7% toSSk]]per acre annually,
which is certainly unnecessary and uncalled for to properly protect their in-
terest, partienlarly when the Mexican orange matures from ten to four-
teen weeks earlier than their crop and at a time when there is no fruit of that

Letakfrnfmstt;hifmftﬁ“bou £ the Ameri le to 5o fa £

Jer ¥ not the cy of the American people to so favor any e-
ular indn: as to inflict %Frivaﬁon upon its citizens, and es&:ecially F:;m-
tecting the fruit growers of California against a fruit that does not really
enter competition with them, but meets a requirement of the people at
a time when they can not supply it. ’

The duty imposed in the Mchinley bill was entirely fair and was satiafac-
tory, and it was upon the strength of that duty that I began the extensive
culture of oranges in this conntry which I have.

1 submit these facts to you with the hope that they will in some way at-

tract your sympathy and that the attention of the proper eommittee may ba
called to the matter in time to give it careful consideration before the bill is

nticipating your gracious compliance, I convey my thanks as well as
théaoho??!?a nE.n;erons other Amerigans who have e’;gaged in a similar busi-
ness here.

As I say, this comes from J. A. Robertson, a gentleman known
to many of us. He states the case very clearly and so plainl
that it does seem to me the committee, which is so careful to loo!
after the interests even of the money of an American citizen when
he hires a foreigner to catch foreign fish that it is provided that
the fish shall be allowed to come in free, should present a pro-
vision by which this American citizen, who has put his money
into the culture of oranges in Mexico, when he believed he under-
stood what the law would be, should be protected against this
exorbitant increase in a tax that is levied against him so as to
keep his oranges out of the country at a time when there are no
American o s, practically, in the market.

The VICE—P%ES ENT. The guestion is on agreeing to the
substitute proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

The substitute was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resnmed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, on page 78, after line 15, to strike
out paragraph 266 and insert in lien thereof the following:

260. Orange peel or lemon peelhprmrvaﬂ‘ eandied, or dried, and cocoanut
meat or copra, desiceated. shredded. cut, or similarly prepared. 2 cents per
pound; citron or citron peel, preserved, candied, or , & cents per pound.

Mr. ALLISON. In line 22, after the word “two,” I move to
insert ¢ and one-half;” so as to read ** 2} cents.” -

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsin the chair). The
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to,

The amendment as amended was agreed fo.

" Mr. VEST. 1 simply wish to call attention to the fact that this
is an increase of one-half cent over the McKinley Act and from
30 per cent under existing law.

‘K:e reading of the bill was resumed, as follows:

247, in barrels and other packages, 6 cents per eubie foot; in
bulk, $6 per thousand.

Mr. QUAY. Mr, President, I do not at present wish to move
to amend the 'paragmﬂ:l‘; although I may be compelled to do so
later. The rate per cubic foot ought to be 15 cents instead of 6, to
do justice to the agricultural interests of the only State in the na-
tion that produces pineapples, and instead of $6 per thousand it
should be per pound just one-half the duty to be placed on Zante
currants. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa in charge of the
bill that the whole of this paragraph go over.

Mr. ALLISON. Very well.

Mr. VEST. Before it goes over, I wish to call attention to the
fact that this is ahorribleexample of an increase over the McKinley
Act. Weweretold that in noinstance was it proposed in this bill to
go over the McKinley rates. Pineapples under the McKinley Act
were free, and 20 per cent was imposed under the Wilson Act,
while in this paragraph the committee propose 6 cents a cubic foot
and $6 per 1,000.

Mr. QUAY. 1 desire to call the attention of the Senator from
Missouri to the fact that he, as one of the members of the Com-
mittee on Finance when the tariff bill of 1894 was being consid-
ered, thonght proper to take ]ili:teﬂpp!ea from the free list and

1a09dthem upon the dutiable list, in his charity to the State of
orida.

Mr. VEST. Nobody in the Senate knows better why that was
done than the Senator from Pennsylvania.
Mr, gUAY. That is also possible.
Mr. VEST. He knows we were not free agents with respect to
that bill as to a great many duties. With one majority in the
Senate, we could not lose a fraction of a vote, and we were held
up on a great maﬁy tlunl‘!;s

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para-
grlﬁ]h will be passed over.

e reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of

the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 268, line 4, page 79,
before the word ** cents,” to strike out ** five ” and insert ** three;”
80 as to read:

Nuts—
268. Almonds, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, 7 cents
per ponnd.

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment, in line 4, by
inserting ‘4 cents ” instead of **3 cents;” and in line 5 by insert-
ing ** 6 cents ” instead of ** 7 cents;” so as to read:

268, Almonds, not shelled, 4 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled. 6 cents
per pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The impression has gone outall over
the country that the Senate committee, in reporting the Dingley
bill, so called, from the committee, intended materially to reduce
what seemed to be extravagantly high rates in that measure, I
confess I am astonished that whenever we reach in this bill a
proposition to carry out one of the committee amendments the
committee proposes at once to recede and to accept and stand by
the rates that came in the Dingley bill. It seems to me that 1t
wounld have been better, if the majority of the committee intended
to take the Dingley bill as if came from the House. to have repo: ted
it to the Senate in that way and to have stood by it, so as to let
the Senate and the country understand that they intended to take
the high rates of the Dingley bill from the beginning, and nof
make any E;etense of making reductions in these paragraphs, upon
which we have been led to believe there were going to be material
reductions from the Dingley bill.

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas does not under-
stand the amendment.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thonght I did.

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment proposed is 4 cents, where
the rate in the House bill is 5 cents.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator proposes to strike out
fthree,” as first reported, and to insert ¢ four.”

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but the bill as it came from the House
reads **5 cents.”

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought perhaps the Senator did
not want to do the whole thing in one amendment, but that be-
fore we would leave the paragraph the Senator would make the

other change.
Mr. ALLISON., The Senator is right about the first proposi-

tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Comnmittee on Finance was, on page 79, paragraph 269, line 6,
after the word *‘ shelled,” to strike ont * three ” and insert ** two
and one-half;” and in line 8, before the word * cents,” to strike out
**gix " and insert ‘* five;” so as to make the paragraph read:

209. Filberts and walnuts of all not shi s

.ﬁcantsperpoumi.u kinds, elled, 2} cents per pound

The amendment was to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par-
agraph 270, page 79, line 10, before the words **one cent,” to insert
‘“‘one-half of;” and in line 11, before the words * per pound,” to
strike out **and one-half cents” and insert *‘ cent; " so as to make
the paragraph read:

270. Peanuts or ground beans. unshelled, one-half of 1 cent per pound;

1 cent per pound.

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to call attention to the fact that of
peanuts unshelled we imported,in 1896, §2,859,000 worth, and of
peanuts shelled we imported $4.24 worth. I suppose that this
increase of duty is for the purpose of protecm the peanut grow-
ers from the $1.24 worth imported from abroad.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in
graph 271, page 79, line 13, after the word “one,” to strike out
* and one-half cents” and insert ** cent;” so as to make the para-
graph read:

g B of k
e a.cg?h:ani g.pr lndsa:shelled or unshelled, not specially provided forin

The amendment was to.

The Secretary read as follows:

Meat products:
272, Bacon and hams, 5 cents per pound. -
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Mr. VEST. I movetostrikeout 5 cents per pound” and insert
€420 per cent ad valorem.” :

Here is a conspicuons example of protection to the American
farmer which must not pass unmoticed. We exported in 1886 to
foreign countries from the United States $33,442,847 worth of
bacon and §12,669,763 worth of hams. We imported of bacon and
hams $44,906 worth, that amount coming in the shapeof the West-

halia hams, which are very much prized by epicures and are sold
in the first-class hotels and restanrants of New York., Here is an
object lesson which, as a matter of course, will go for nothing:
$33,442,847 worth of bacon, §12,669,765 worth of hams, making
$46,000,000 of bacon and hams, are sent from this country abroad,
and we increase the duty in order fo protect the American pro-
ducer of bacon and hams from $44,906 worth, which come in as
fancy hams from the Continent of Europe; yet I have no doubt
my Republican friends will go to the farmers and say, ©* We, we
saved you from an influx of bacon and hams. We saved your
bacon against the pauper hogs of Europe;” and the Republican
party stands and affectionately caresses the bacon and ham makers
of the United States.

I ask for a vote on the amendment which I have submitted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 272, page 79, line 16, strike out
¢35 cents per pound” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valorem;” so as
to read:

Bacon and hams, 20 per eent ad valorem.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. in para-
graph 273, page 79, line 17, before the word * mutton,” to strike
out *‘ Beef ” and insert ** Fresh beef, veal;” so as to make the para-
graph read:

278. Fresh beef, veal, mutton, and pork, 2 cents per pound.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ““2 cents per
pound’ and insert ** 20 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. VEST. Now Iwantto complete the object lesson. In 1896
we exported from this country of foreign pork $43,730 worth and
imported $1,560 worth. We exported of pickled pork £3,172,461
worth and imported $118.000 worth. We exported of fresh beef
§18,974,107 and imported $24.560 worth. We exported in 1896 of
canned beef $59.371 worth, and we imported of all these, beef, veal,
ete., $9,685 worth. Notwithstanding the enormouns exports and
the inconsiderable imports, we are now protecting the American
beef and pork industry in the way indicated in this bill.

The PIEPBI'DING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas.

The amendment was rejected. :

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

274, Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially provided forin
this act, 25 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike ont * twenfy-five™
and insert ** ten;” so as to make the duty 10 per cent ad valorem,
which is the present rate.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was fo in-
gert the following as a new paragraph:

2743. Dead game, and game meats, 2 cents per pound.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

275, Extract of meat, not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per
pound; fluid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have that paragraph

passed over.

Mr. ALLISON. I propose toamend it so as to perfect it. How-
ever, I understand the Senator from Arkansas desires to have the
paragra Fgo over, and 1 shall not object.

The P IDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Iowa proposes
an amendment to the paragraph, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of paragraph 273, page 79,
line 235, the following:

But the dutiable weight of the extract of meat and of the fluid extract of
meat Egdnli not include the weight of the package in which the same is

ported.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is a very great improvement,
but I shounld like to have the paragraph go over for the preseut.

Mr. ALLISON. Is there any objection to this amendment?

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to the amend-
ment. I think it is right.

Mr, ALLISON. Then let the amendment be agreed to, and the
paragraph be passed over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the
amendment will be considered as agreed to, and the paragraph
will be passed over. :

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

276. Lard, 2 cents per pound.

Mr, VEST. Imove to reduce the rate from 2 cents to 1 centa
pound. I ask the Secretary to read an official report by Worth-

ington C. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. Read the
ing and down to the subhead ** Tallow.”
e Secretary read as follows:

EXPORTS OF LARD, ETC., FOR FEBRUARY.
Worthington €. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, submits the fols
lowing statement of the exports of lard, tallow, oleo oil, and oleomargarine
from the United States during the month of February, 1897:

LARD.
Pounds. Value,
February, 1807 41,941,199 | 92,008,040
Fobraary, A0 - s S . 25,641, 108 1,789,097
Eight months ending February, 189 228,007,983 | 16,808,314
Eight months ending February, 1506 cemaa| 835,153,138 | 2B17L,715

Mr. VEST. Inview of those fignres, I should like to have a
reply toone question. Iexpectnosatisfactoryreply. Why should
we (fouble the duty upon this article when we export that enor-
mons amount after supplying the home market? Is it to be pre-
tended that this is any protection to the American producer? Is
it to be pretended that any protection is necessary under the cir-
cumstances? It shows what a miserable farce this has degener-
ated info. Isuppose the purpose is to furnish a campaign argu-
ment to the raisers of hogs in the West and Sonth.

Our friends upon the other side vastly depreciate the intelligence
of our people if they think that this will be looked upon in any
other light than the master of the grange from Pennsylvania
viewed it in his testimony, which I read the other day, before the
Waysand Means Committee of the House, when he said it was an
insult to the intelligence of the farmers of this country to attempt
to make them believe that when they made enormous exports of
an article an increase of the tariff duty was in their interest.
Here is an unparalleled exportation of this article, and when we
are the great exporting country of the world, here the duty is
inereased 100 per cent, and the farmers are expected to believe
that it is done for the purpose of protecting them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri.

The amendment was rejected.

The next paragraph was read, as follows:

277, Poaltry, live, 3 cents per pound; dressad, 5 cents per pound.

The next paragraph was read, as follows:

: llow, 1 r 1 wool grease u commers-
dﬂm.'l.l:? a,gad:gwim gg‘n hmnp;g&&g'l:m ono—ha‘!}n :fl ldt‘;;]ﬁgh%:: g;:;)l‘;g‘ X

Mr. VEST. I ask the Secretary to read the official report of
Mr. Ford as to tallow. <

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that paragraph 278 be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks that
the paragraph be passed over,

Mr. ALLISON. All right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection,
and the paragraph is passed over.

The next amendment of the Committes on Finance was, under
the heading ‘* Miscellaneous produets,” in paragraph 279, page 80,
line 8, after the word **Chicory-root,” to strike out *‘raw, dried,
or undried, but nnground, 1 cent per pound; chicory-root;” and
in line 12, after the word “‘ act,” to strike out *three” and insert
“*two;” so0 as to make the paragraph read:

279, Chicory-root, burnt or roas ground or ,or i
atherdv:riue prrgpnrofl, and not spa(:i:?.ld} provided mg:ai:u;l;it:d au: 2 m&s’ p::
pouan

Mr. ALLISON, I ask that the first amendment of the commit-
tee be disagreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the first
amendment is di to.

Mr. ALLISON. And the second amendment——

Mr. VEST. Let us understand the effect of that.

Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the committee, I modify the
amendment in line 12 by inserting after the word **two ™ the words
“‘and one-half;” so as to read *‘ 2} cents a pound.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the
amendment as modified will be agreed to.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And thereby yon raise the rate higher
than under the McKinley Act, or higher than the Dingley bill.

Mr. ALLISON. Not so high as the Dingley bill.

Mr. VEST. Higher than the McKinley Act.

Mr. ALLISON. We are steering under the House provision in
this paragraph at least, but it seemed to me that we had reduced
the duty a little too low on the prepared article,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like fo ask the Senator if
this article, chicory, is used for any other purpose than to adul-
terate coffee?

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is a substitute and an aduolterant
as well. It improves coffee, I am told. I think itcan bear a rev-
enne duty.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand it is a practical frand,
and that the purpose is to enable grocers who choose to do so to
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mix a cheaper stuff with coffee and to sell it as coffee rather than
to sell the coffee itself. .

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want to raise the duty in
order to prevent its importation? .

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I confess 1 am somewhat at a loss to
know just how it shonld be treated.

Mr. ALLISON. I think it should be 2} cents a pound.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not see why we should under-
take to promote the development of a domestie frand, and I am
not particularly anxiouns to confer any favors on a foreign fraund.
It seems to me that the thing is a frand from end to end.

Mr. ALLISON. Between the difficulties in the way, I think we
can compromise upon 2} cents a pound on prepared chicory, and
whatever the result, onr own people—

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Isthat for the pnrpose of protection?

Mr. ALLISON. For protection and revemnue.

Mr. CHANDLER. Idesire to stateto theSenator from Arkan-
sas, in view of his remark that this is a fraud, that the senior
Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN] would take occasion, if he
were present, to controvert that statement at great length.

Mr. ALLISON. I hopehe will not do that.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, ~If the Senator from New Hampshire
is familiar with the opinions of the Senator from Nebraska on the
subject, perhaps he will favor the Senate now by stating what
those opinions are.

Mr. CHANDLER. I can make the statement shorter than the
Senator from Nebraska would do if he were here. He gave me a
fine package of chicory, made and prepared as a product of his
own State, and said that he thinks it is as much entitled to pro-
tection as anything that is contained in the bill. He omitted to
say that he should vote for a duty upon anything else besides
chicory, but I think, perhaps, he would object if he were here; at
any rate, I know he would speak at great length, if he were here,
on acconnt of the remark which the Senator from Arkansas has
made, that the protection of chicory, a native product of great
value in Nebraska, is a fraud.

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from New Hampshire
seems strangely to misunderstand what I said. I did nof say that
the protection of chicory is a fraud; I do not think that I said that
the use of chicory is a fraud. I said that such was my under-
standing. I should be glad to have the Senator explain to the
Senate now, as he seems to be an expert on the subject, if the sole
pnﬁoﬁe of the production of chicory is not to adulterate coffee?

. CHANDLER. 1 am joining now with the Senator from
Arkansas in reducing the duty on the products, and therefore itis
not pertinent——

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. What is the Senator’s theory in want-
ing the duty reduced? I am seeking light.

r, CHANDLER. Therefore it is not pertinent to ask me
whether it is a fraud. But I think I will answer the Senator’s
question briefly. I do not understand chicory to be prepared for
pmﬁoses of adulteration. I understand that as it is now prepared
in Nebraska and sold as a cheap product it is to be used alone
and without coffee. :

Mr, FORAKER. As asubstitute for coffee.

Mr, CHANDLER. As a substitute for coffee. If anybody
chooses to mix it with coffee, no one will find any fault, any more
than if a Southern gentleman mixes his drinks occasionally.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator be kind enough to
state whether he ever saw a cup of chicory unmixed with coffee
or ever heard of anything of that sort practically?

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, yes; I have heard of it from the Sena-
tor from Nebraska.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My own impression was that it was
used only for the erpose of adulterating coffee, and it was for
that reason that I did not think it deserved any particular foster-
inigrcare at the hands of the Senate. ;

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON].

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, one word, in order not to
place the absent Senator from Nebraska in a wrong position. I
understand that he is very anxious to have this duty, but does not
want it as a protective duty; he insists upon it as a revenue duty.

The PRES?DING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, including the amend-
ment of the committee as modified.

The amendment was agreed fo. ]

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike
out the following paragraph: :

280. Chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not speecially provided
faor, valned at not above 12 cents per pound, 1} cents per pound and 10 per cent
ad valorem; valued above 12 cents per pound and not above 24 cents per
pound, 2} cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued above 24 cents
per pound and not above 35 cents per pound, 3 cents per pound and 20 per
cent ad valorem; valued above 85 cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem;
powdered cocoa, unswestened, 5 cents per pound; and when packed in eans
or packages made of tin or other metuf not exceeding 1 pound each in con-
tents, an additional duty of 6 cents per dozen cans or packages; and when

exceeding 1 pound, an additional duty of 3 cents per dozen for additional half
pound or fraction thereof.

And in lien thereof to insert:

280. Chocolate and cocoda, prepared or manufactured, not specially provided
for in this act, valued at not above 15 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound;
valued above 15 and not above 25 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound and 10
per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 and not above 40 cents per pound, 5
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem: valued above 40 cents per pound,
5 per cent ad valorem. The weight of the immediate coverings, other than
the outer packing case or other covering, shall be included in the dutiable
weight of the merchandise.

Mr. ALLISON. 1 desire, on behalf of the committee, to pro-
pose a modification of the substitute which is embraced in lines8to
21, inclusive. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that this

has been very carefully prepared by the experts at the Treasury

De}lartment, and that it does not essentially change the dnty.
be' hchRESIDlNG OFFICER. The proposed modification will
read, :

The Secretary read as follows:

280. Choecolate and cocon, prepared or manufactured, not specially provided
for in this act, valued at not over 15 cents per pound. 2§ cents per pound; val-
ued above 15 and not above 24 cents per pound, 2} cents per pmmcl} and 10 per
cent ad valorem; valued above 24 &l]ll not above 35 cents per pound, 5 cents per
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; wvalued above 33 cents per pound, 50 per
cent ad valorem. The weight and value of all coverings. other than plain
wooden, shall be included in the dutiable weight and value of the foregoing
merchandize. Powdered cocoa, unsweetened, 3 cents per pound.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the
amendment will be agreed to.

Mr. VEST. There is objection, and very decided objection.
This is manifestly an increase npon the amendment proposed by
the majority of the committee. In the comparative statement,
Mr. Ford estimates, by the amendment prior to this last one, an
increase over the Wilson Act or the existing law from 11 per cent
to 24 per cent, and in the higher grades from 35 per cent to 50 per
cent. As I caught the reading of the last proposed amendment,
it is unquestionably an increase over those figures, and I should
like to know from the Senator g

-Mr. ALLISON. 1t isa slight increase at the valuation of 35
cents rather than 40 cents,

Mr. VEST. I seriously object to this duty, but of course I do
not expect what I say will have any effect upon the Senate. Here
is an article which is one of food, a necessity to the American
people, and unquestiorably it is mot necessary to protect an
American industry. The duty as proposed in the original amend-
ment was excessive, I should like to ask the Senator what new
light has cansed him to propose this increase now?

r. ALLISON, 1 w1ﬁ state to the Senator that the modifica-
tions of this paragraph were made after consultation, I may =ay,
with those who import this article and those who manufacture it
here, and it is better to equalize the different grades or bracketsin
the paragraph that the modifications were suggested. The gen-
eral scope of the amendment is in accordance with the provision
of the House, and in accordance with our original provision,
except that we have ygduced below the House provision in both
our amendments. 3

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on lE;e'eing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, modifying the
amendment of the committee,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para-
graph 281, page 81, line 22, after the word ‘‘ cocoa-butterine,” to
strike out **six™ and insert ‘ three and one-half;” so as to make
the paragraph read:

281. Cocoa-butter or cocoa-butterine, 3 cents per pound.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para-
graph 282, page 81, line 24, after the word *‘and,” to strike out
*other;” and on gye 82, line 2, after the word *:act,” to strike
out ‘‘one and one-half” and insert **two;” so as to make the para-
graph read: #

282, Dandelion-root and acorns prepared, and articles used as coffee, or as
substitutes for coffee, not specially provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound.

Mr. ALLISON. Iask leave to modify the amendment by in-
serting ‘‘and one-half * after *two,” so as to make these other
substitutes for coffee accord with the provision already made
respecting chicory.

r. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will explain to the
Senate why it is necessary to raise the tax on acorns some 100 per
cent higher than was proposed even in the Dingley bill. Is it pos-
sible that pauper acorns from abroad are going to exterminate
American acorns?

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator understands, I think—I hope he
does—that this is a provision relating wholly to substitutes for
coffee not specially provided for in this act, and the duty is npon
prepared substitutes for coffee. If acorns are thus prepared, I do
not see why they shonld not pay a fair revenue as well as chicory.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, My understanding is that acorns are
used for other purposes besides.

Mr, ALLISON. Not those mentioned in this paragraph. It
reads, ** Dandelion-root and acorns prepared. and articles used as
EIE])EEB, or as substitutes for coffee not specially provided for in

is act.”
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the committee as modified by the Senator from
Towa.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as fellows:

283. Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other kages, 12 cents per 100 ponnds;
in bulk, 8 cents per 100 pounds: Provided, That imported salt in bond may
be in curing fish taken by vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries. an
in curiog fish on the shores of the navigable waters of the United States,
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; and
upon proof that the salt has been unsed for either of the purposes stated in
this proviso, the duties on the same shall be remitted: Provided further, That
exporters of meats, whether packed or smoked, which have n cared in
the United States with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, that such
meats have been cured with imported salt. have refunded to them from the
Treasury the duties paid on the salt so used in curing such exported meats,
in amounts not less tgﬂm £100.

Mr. VEST. Iremarked the other day that whilst there were
many features in the tariff act of 1894 to which 1 seriously ob-
jected, but was compelled to accept in order to pass any bill at all,
there were four features in that bill which reconciled me to those
that were objectionable. Those features were the income tax,
free salt. free lumber, and free wool. If was attempted to put a
duty on wool. Much as I desired to pass some tariff bill in order
that the party to which I belong should not be diseredited and
accused of inefficiency, I peremptorily declared in committee and
in the Senate that if a dntf’ was put upon wool I should vote
against the bill. We have already taken lnmber off the free list
and put a duty npon it. 1 take it for granted that we shall put
this duty on salt, and I have no doubt that we shall put what I
consider an outrageous and excessive duty upon wool.

Nothing can better illustrate the protective system than the
utter disregard of the interests of the immense masses of the con-
sumers of the country in order to put additional profits into the

ockets of certain classes. My illustrions predecessor in this
amber, Thomas H. Benton, was in the habit of saying here and
to his constituents that salt was the great preservative of nature.
It is like the air we breathe, like the water that leaps down the
mountain side and flows through the valleys without askin
leave; yet with $130,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury, I am tol
that Democrats who have always preached the doctrine of a
tariff not one cent above the expenses of the Government eco-
nomically and honestly administered are prepared now to put a
duty on salt against all the legends, traditions, teachings, and ap-
peafs of the great leaders of our party in all the past.

Mr. Presicﬁ;l;lt, I have here a pamphlet showing why salt should
remain npon the free list. It comes from the section which we
have been notified will support a dmsir n salt. I have herea
statement signed by hundreds of the aam citizens, merchants
and others, in New Orleans; in Monroe, La.; in Shreveport, La.;
in Ounachita, La.; in Natchez, Miss.; in Kosciusko, Miss.: in Jack-
son, Miss.; in Macon, Miss.; in Yazoo City, Miss.; in Vicksburg,
Miss,; in Crystal Spri.n%. Miss.; in Greenwood, Miss.; in Monti-
cello, Miss.: in Wesson, Miss.; in Durant, Miss.; in Holly Springs,
Miss., and in a number of other places in the South, protesting
against puttins this duty upon salt.

I want to call attention to the sectionalism of this provision.
‘While the fisherman of New England is entitled to a rebate upon
all the foreign salt he usesin curing his fish, without limitation as to
the amount, the meat grower of the West and South must produce
$100 worth of meat or pack $100 worth of meat before he secures
any rebate at all. Why this limitation put upon one section and
not upon the other? 1t shows, Mr. President, that whilst it is
pretended that there is nosectionalism in this bill, and the advent
of Southern Senators to the cause of protection is hailed with
more enthusiasm than when a soul is saved at a camp meeting,
the whole thing is a pretense; and we always find the cloven foot
of class legislation showing itself when the opportunity presents.

Onut of respect to these gentlemen, many of whom I know per-
sonally in New Orleans and in Shreveport, where I formerly lived,
I ask that the Secretary read that argument coming from citizens
of the South.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-
quested, in the absence of objection.

The Secretary proceeded {o read the paper referred to, but be-
fore concluding was interrupted by

Mr. VEST. T will ask that the entire paper be printed in the
REcorDp, without being further read, as a part of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will
be so ordered.

The paper referred to is as follows:

BALT BHOULD NOT BE TAXED.
NEW ORLEANS, LA., June 1, 1897,

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States, Washington, D, C.;

We respectfully beg to sabmit a short argnment on the ciuestifm as to
whether salt should remain on the free list as it now is or go into the tariff
as a dutiable item.

There is now pending before your honorable body a measure the title of
which is **An act to provide reyvenue for the Government and to encourage
the industries of the United States.” In this proposed act, under the head

of Schedule G, we find an item reading as follows: **8alt, in sacks or otha?
, 12 cents per 1X) pounds; in bulk, 8 cents per 100 pounds.

As stated in this act, the first object to be accomplished is to provide rev-
enne. Bhould salt be placed on the dutiable list at this time, would it prove
to be a satisfactory revenue producer? Judging by the recent past, when
salt was duliable, we contend that salt will not produea suflicient revenue to
pay for its collection. ' Let us go back and review the facts. The war tariff
enacted in 1862 was repealed in 1872, In making the new tariff of the latter
year, instead of placing salt on the free list, it was included as a dutinble
item, the rate being fixed (the same as i3 now proposed) at 12 cents per 10
imunds if in sacks. and 8 cents per 100 pounds 1if in bulk, which was equiva-

ent toan ad valorem tax of 50 par cent. This wasevidently a disappointment

to the importers, for soon after the enactment of this tariff there began to
appear in the annnal reports compiled and published by the Goverament a
perceptible falling off in the imports of sa’t; and with the exception of three
or four years this continuned while salt remained suliject toa dutgﬂ

In confirmation of the above, we submit the following extract from official
returns: The total dutiable value of the salt imported in 1574 was 2. 12,000;
while in 1879, five years later, it was but §1.685.200; in 1884, ten years after, it
was only $1527.500; and in fiftern years (1849) it was only $344.760; in 1883 it
was but $622.503; and in 1391 it had shrunk to a total of but $453,263, a shrink-
age in values of imported salt of 773 per cent in twenty years.

The above refers not to the duties collected
later, but is the yearly total value of all the imported salt which paid duty,
said value being compiled by the Government. .

The dutiable values were low. and there was but little fluctnations during
the first fifteen or sixteen years—say to 1889—and were higher during the
last four or five years; therefore the above, being a conservative statement,
is also, we consider, a correct one. :

Had the Govermment persisted in maintaining the excessively high dun
then prevailing (and the identical rate is inserted in the pending ), is it
not evident that inside of five or six years the importations of salt wonld
have ceased entirely? Thisdid not hugpen. The importations fell off (asdid
the annual revenue derived from the duty on salt grow leas and less) until,
in 1893 and 1804, the receipts from this item were so small as to attract the
attention of Congress, which then very wisely placed salt on the free list,
where it should have been and where it shonld always remain.

Let us ascertain just what kind of a revenue producer salt proved to be
during the last decads it was serving as a dutiable item.

The following, taken from the official statistics of the Government, shows,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, the gross annual amount of revenue col-
lected by the Government from the duty on salt from 1834 to 1804, inclusive:

aeneanes $T62,201
Tal, 880
700, 3224
576, 865
552, 693

409, 455

It will be noted in the five years from 1884 to 1889 the falling off in revenne
to the Government was nearly 40 per cent: in nine years it was over 60 per
cent, and in ten years (1804) the Government’s revenue had shrunk 70
cent. It must be remembered that while under a special proviso, inserted
in the tariff act, the Eastern fisheries were allowed to withdraw their salt
from the bonded warehouses free of duty, the same is not considered in the
above, nor has any deduction been made for the refunds under the same
})mgiso allowed to the numerous large packers of meat in the West, whouse

oreign salt exclusively in preparing their products for exportation. While
wedo not know the amonnts of these refunds, they must be considerable,
and they tend to materialy reducs the above very small annual revenne,
which, as we huve stated, are the gross receipts of the Government, it being
absolutely necessary that while salt is included in the tariff the Govern-
ment incurs the same care and expense in keeping records, checking, weigh-
ing, ete., in the case of these imports the duty on which is rebated asif
they were paying s_dutr like the balance of the imported salt.

Looking at the pitiful amount of revenue indieated above, collected by the
officials of the customs service amploxed on our thonsands of miles of sea-
coast from Maine to Mexico and from Washington to Lower California, for
the twelve months ending June 30, 18M4, and again for the years ending June
30, 1892 and 1893, when there was no chahge auticipated in the tariff nor ?ﬂ-
tation about the duties on salt, we confidently assert that (after anowing or
the rebates to be deducted therefrom) the net amount of these collections
were not suflicient to reimburse the Government the cost of collection.

Though making every effort to ascertain the yearly amount of the dulg
paid bmgh by the Government under the groﬂso. it was not, we regret, unt
after writing the above that we succeeded in sepuring some information pre-
fn.red by the customs service, which, having a direct ing on the case, and

hough plete, is, we « ider, of sufficient importance to submit with
this argument.

The following amounts were paid back to the exporters of meat who had
used imported salt in cnrmq same. Only nine of the customs districts are

iven, amounts paid out being as follows: 1589, $50,438; 1890, $71,49; 1891,
75.145; 1802, §73,856; 1808, $73.072.

This left the recei of duty on salt for same years as follows: 1880,
$412 907; 1800, §£%23.166; 1801, §323.644; 1802, $255,257; 1803, §228.000,

‘We have not the amount of the drawback for 1894, but the average for the
five previons years is just §70,000, and as the system was the same for that
fiscal year as had been maintained since 1872, no doubt the average was main-
tained that year. Making the allowance, we find the gross revenue on salt,
as near as can be ascertained, was the very insignificant sum of $159,808.

These facts clearly show that, if placed on the dutiable list again, salt
would not be a satisfactory revenue producer.

The second object to be accomplished, as stated in the pendim% act, is “'to
encon the industriesof the United Btates.” We contend thatthe makers
of salt ﬁ this conntry no longer need enmurafwment: having for so many
years dominated the salt trade and dictated prices in the United States, they
could without f'wotaction successfully cope with the imported article.
Through favorable tariff enactments these manufacturers have baen pro-

ted and enconraged for more than three-gnartersof a century (the in?ant
developing meantime intoa robust industry), growing stronger and stronger,
until in later years, finding no foe from withont worthy of attention, the
went to competing among themselves, and when a salt works was com lleg
to close, investigation invariably proved it was forced out of business ?}3 its
neighbor, and not because of competition with foreign salt.

As evidence of this we submit the following abstract, taken from the state-
ment of the mineral resources of the United States for the calendar year
1892, compiled by the Department of the Interior: ** The amount of salt pro-
duced in the United States in 1892 was unprecedentedly large, reaching ]1,@98.-
890 barrels of 230 pounds, as a ainst 9,057,946 in 1801. Although the R-mld was
the largest vet obtained. the business was not by any means satisfactory to

Prmlucufrs. Sharp competition for trade during the past two years (1801 and
892) has cut the prices to such low figures that profits have almost disap-
cared and a number of the smaller concerns have been compelled o close
heir works. No more conclusive evidence of the improvement in the qual-
ity of the domestic salt is necessary than a study of the table imports, which
ne of the salt imported inte

show a steady decrease since 1885. The total

on salt, to which we will refer ~
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United Statesin 1802 was nearly 50 per cent less than in1885.” The follow-
extracts are also taken from statement of the same Department for the
year 1893: ** The salt product of the United States in 1503 was 117,852 barrels
more than in 1802; prices for 1802 were about as low as they could reach,
g0 low indeed thata number of manufacturers ceased Fmd“dn , though they
Were pro and encouraged by the heavy duty on foreign salt, finding the
businessunprofitable. Notwithstanding thelow prices which have prevailed,
and which have been due to keen competition among producers of domestic
palt, there has been a landable endeavor on the partof a number of domestic
manufacturers to improve the quality of their product, and salt of American
netion has been so improved by new processes thatimportation of refined
(foreign) salt has almost ceased to be a factor.” ; -

The same anthority in the statement for year 1894, published in 1895, says:
“Imports of foreign salt into the United States have shown an almost con-
stant decrease since 1881, the decrease being particularly noticeable in the
imports of refined salt due to theimprovementsin the manufacture by Amer-
ican producers which has placed the domestic product on a line with if not

of salts of foreign malke."

We call attention to the last assertion: * The improvement in the manu-
facture by American producers has placed the domestic product on aline
with if not ahead of salts of foreign make.”

The statement from which the above extract was taken was written by an
expert compiler, one equipped with the necessary knowledge acquired after
many years' experience at such work, who was therefore in a ition to
know whereof he wrote; his conclusions, 'being indorsed by the chief of divi-
sion, were also approved by the director of the Burean,t ore being the
conclusion of three of the most expert statisticians and compilers in the em-
ploy of the Government.

ile the last statement was for the {oar ending December 31, 1804, it was
compiled wl{.’in 1805, when toreign salt was not being excluded from the
United States by a heavy duty, and the official announcement at such a time
that **salt of domestic produnction was equal in guality if not superior to for-
eign make* is conclusive evidence that the salt indunstry had reached sucha
gtage of superabundance of quantity (note amount of annual output) as well
as ‘ection in quality as to no longer need encouragement and protection,

impost duty was first placed on salt in July, 1789. During the 105 years
following, to Augnst 28, 1\‘5!!-8 salt was on the free list for twenty-four years
and dutiable for eighty-one years. Inlsfl the rate was made very high. equal
to about 75 per cent ad valorem, followed shortly after, in 1862, by astill hgher
rate, g 100 per cent ad valorem. This continued until 1872, when it
mreegnmd toarate equal to5lper centad valorem. Hereisanindustry pro
tected and encouraged for over eighty years, the last thirty-three years being
consecutive, during all of which e Onr E)eople have been heavily taxed on
an article of abisolute necessity fo man and beast—an article used in many of
the manufactures and in all £ and food products. Carrying such a heavy
tax for so many years. it is natural to suppose that great benefit was being
derived by a large number of people and that many thousands of laborers
found employment in the numerous salt works. What do the records show?

If we take the consus of 1880, we will learn there were 216 establishments
manufacturing salt in the United States, a capital investment of $3.500,000,
with a total of 4,408 employees, who were d $1.5305.020 in wa annually,
each laborer averaging §290 Per year, or £4.18 per month, which is just
cents per day. The censns of 180 shows there were only 200 establishments,
with a capital of §13.437.749, a total of 4,455 employees, less than 23 people, in-

cluding manager, clerks, and laborers, to each salt works, whose anuual
wages, $1.782,401, an average of §i00.11 to each employee per year, or .34
per month, or §1.10

per day.
It having been shown that eollections from the duty on salt, owing to the
rohibitory rate, were so small that the Government could not’lnugnr derive
nefit therefrom, the question natunlllf' arises, Who would be benefited
by a tax levied on 71,000, e? Would it be a great army of laborers at
H pay, or the [less than] 4,500 mn]fluym receiving the extravagant
compensation in return for their labor of from 80 cents to §1.10 per day? No;
the sole beneficiaries would be the few proprietors of the salt works, whose
alrea.d{banormous profits would be thereby increased.

For though salt is just as necessary to the well-being of all asis air or water,
oggfeaplo would be compelled to pay an advan price on the salt they
u becaunse to the regular profit in the selling price of the domestic article
there would be added an amount egual to the duty paid on the imgn-ted
galt. therefore the cost to the consumer would be increased to that extent.

‘When salt is n made dutiable, and thus added to the list of articles
which it is claimed need encouragement. these beneficiaries will be encour-

ed to again take up and continue the concentration of capital and tha con-
mu&m of works. While the total capital invested in works in 1880 was
but eight and one-half million dollars, in 1890 it was thirteen and one-half
million dollars, but the number of establishments was decreased from 276
in 1880 to 200 in 1580, and further reduced to less than 160 in 1894 and this
while the pro tors of these salt works were being protected and encour-
aged by the then existing heavy dn&y on all foreign salt. It was just eight
years since, in June. 1&55 that an effort at combination was made to form a
galt nnion of all the makers in the United States by the formation of a com-
pany with a capital of §15,000,000. This union had option on all the establish-
ments whose output was seven-eighths of all the salt produced in America,
and it was prin y because the few remaining establishments could not
be secured, except at exorbitant prices, that the combination fell through.
‘Who can t that, salsai:;&gmm made dutiable, the next attempt at
sombination will not be su. ul?

The following tabulated statement shows the total im ts of all kinds of
foreign salt and the total production of American salt from 1884 to 1894, in-
clusive, on basis of 2,000 pounds to the ton in both cases:

Total i T«?m{ﬁm Total i Tf:'m n.
‘'otalim-| duction
Year. orted. ofu:.mﬂ%- Yoar, ported. ot.f&mar-
ican salt. ican salt.

Tons. Tons. Tons.
1884 . cocaannaaan.| 466,207 912,001 216,837 | 1,228,770
1885 _ 15,60 985,411 230,247 | 1,394,812
5 235,00 | 1,687,845
195,953 | 1, 665, 600
172,739 | 1,815,438

‘We call attention to and request your careful consideration of the above,
which was compiled for the period (the eleven years) immediately preceding
the removal of the duty on salt. It clearly shows the effect the almost pro.
hibitory duty was having While the ontputof the American lishments
was steadily increasing each year, the importations were as surely decreas-
ing, being steadily driven from the market and out of competition, until, of
the total amount of salt consumed in 1804, there were sold 172,730 tons of (2,000

ds each) imported salt, which was only 9 per cent of the total consump-
w:;r this country for that year, 81 per eantlg]edng supplied by the Ameri-
can manufacturers.

‘While shrinkage in importation of the for salt amonnted to 62 per cont
during the eleven years, the increase in uction of the American salt
amounted to nearly 100 per ecent in the same time.

How waas it that during these eleven years the selling price of the Ameri-
can salt fell over 40 per cent, in spite of the protection afforded by a hea
duty? It certainly can not be claimed that this was due to foreign com \3- .
tion. The facts are. and can not be denied, that under the stimulusof a Elagh
duty, almost prohibitory, the domestic manufacture has heen steadily grow-
mg;{;: tif:ut" been suffering from overproduction induced by excesmive
pro n.

The proprietors of the American Balt Works late in 1893 and in 185 pre-
dicted Eire disaster and ruin to their business and a great falling off in the
amount of the production should the duty on salt then prevailing ba taken
off. The contrary has 'groven to ba the case, for their output for 1805, when
salt was free, was 98,313 tons more than in 1804, when salt was dutiable, the
total amount of the cmtgnt of the American Works for 1805 being 1,913,751
tons, and there wers 248,404 tons of foretilgn‘imwned. which was less than 12
per cent of the fotal amount consumed during this year, when salt was free,
and to exclude this insignificant eompetition Congress is asked to put a
heavy dutt&rlon salt.

Respectfully submitted.

= JACKSON & KILPATRICK,
New Orleans, La.

COPY OF PETITION AGAINST DUTY ON SALT.

Original petition in the possession of Finance Committes of the United
o 3 States Benate, Washington. ]

The undersigned importers, exggrters, ship nts, merchants, and con-
sumers of salt at the port of New Orleans, La., and vicinity, respectfully sub-
mit for your care ideration the following appeal against the placing of
salt on the dutiable list.

St ps coming to this t from Liverpool for of our producta,
snch as cotton, cotton-geed oil, il cake, lInmber, staves, vte,, bring salt. This
salt, besides being a desirable cargo, always pays freight, thus contributin
toward the cost of bringing steamers here, and to that extent permitting
a material reduction in the rate of freight on all outward cargoes of our
American products which go to seek a market alx 4

On the other hand, should the imlg.xrtatkm of salt be prohibited, owing to
the imposition of an excessively high duty, as now proposed, many of these
steamers would be compelled to come in purchased ballast, and thus our
exports, under such circumstance, would rily have to pay a higher
freizht, one sufficient to comgensate steamer for the entire round trip.

Official statistics published by our Government show that of the total
amount of salt consumed in the United States during 1895, more than 87 Per
cent was produced in this country, and though salt was then free of duty, less
than 13 per cent was imported.

Wa submit, if a duty is levied on salt, it will be solely for the pur of
preventing this insignificant eo_mget_:ition. and if the lmportations did not
cease entirely. they would be so intinitesimally small the Government wonld
not collect enough revenue from this item in the tariff to compensata for the
cost of collecting same.

The rate now proposed (12 cents per 100 ponnds on all salt in sacks and 8
cants per 100 nds on all salt in bulk) would undoubtedly result in prac-
tically excluding all importations of salt.

We can not believe the advancement of our American industries is best
secured by means of a prohibitory tariff that may result in such retaliatory
tariffs by other countries as wounld discriminate against the products of the
farms and factories of the United States.

NEW ORLEANS, April, 1897,

New Orleans, La.: Jackeon & Kilpatrick, tmfortem‘ B. H. Flash-
E:uer & Sens, E. Feibleman, Sons & Co., Jno. M. Parker & Co.,
rkson Bros.,C. Doglo & Co., H. T. Cottam Company, Limited,
J. & B. Schutten, J. & M. Schwabacher Com ¥, Limited, Fly
Hobson & Talbert, V. Schwan & Co., and The Ledoux Com-
ﬁm . Limited, wholesale grocers; Andrew J. McShane and
uebel & Raquet, wholesale hides and wool; The Finne
Fitzpatrick Company, wholesale dealer hides and wool an
exporters; J. H. Menge & Bons, Limited (per B. H. L{an%.
resident), wholesale grocers and ship ehandlers, ete.; H. B,
3 iber & Bro.and John T. Gibbons, wholezale grain dealers;
H. & 8. Blum, produce merchants: Albert Mackio Groce
Company, Limited (per Albert Mackie, president), Preston
Stauffer, and J. &. Spor, wholesale grocers: Smith Bros. Com-
pany, Limited (per J. B. Sinnott, president and manager),
wholesale grocers and importers; Codifer Exterstein & Co.
{per Hy. terstein, secretary), wholesale E;omrs and im-
riers: American Brewing Company (Frank c:, gcﬁm};
&r,

wrence Fabacher & a taurant; Clar
rs and importers; A. Dumser & Co., importers; Nicholas
urke Company, Limited, wholesale wers; E. 8, Reams,
wholesale grocers; Barnett & Lemle, H. R. Gogreve, Andrew
J. Keenan, und H. Hammett, wholesale grocers; Wm. Mehle,
exporter and dealer in hides and wool; A. G. Ricks, New
Or Browing tion; E. Conery & Son, Limited,
wholesale grocers, ship and boat storers; Cl Gitzinger, i
dealers; Lounis Pfister, Povdras and Magazine streets; J. H.
Keller, soap works (per Hy. Haag, secretary and treasurer);
G. W. Dun & BSons, packers; Wm. Atkinson, commission;
M. J. Sanders, agent West India and Pacific Steamship Com-
pany; Alfred T.e Blanc, agent Harrison Line Steamship Com-
ﬁg}': Elder Dempster Company, per M. R. Warriner
er Dempster Line steamers; A. B. French & Co., tta
& 8 and Corral & Sevilla, ship agents; Chas. D. Orth-
wein & Sons, grain cxporters; Francis Xigues & Co.. exporters
of staves; Macheca Bros.,steamship owners; A. K, Millér & Co.

o

and 8. V. Fornaris & Co.. steamship agents; Bobet Bros. and
Jno. J. Gragard, stave exporters; . J. Hammond, agent
Hammond g Sunsett Steamship Company; Bimon Kern and

Max Lo . stave exporters.

Monroe, La.: Meyer Bros., T. G. Redley, R. L. hit, James C.
Weaks. Moses Elder Company, Limited, J. W. Carlton, South-
ern Grocery Company. Limited, MeCormick & Fluker, T. O.
Brewer & Co., E. Fudickar, W. B. Reﬂiy. J. J. Jordan, and
Uriah Millsaps. wholesale grocers; Consolidated Ice Oompa.ugi
D. A. Breard, jr., president Ounachita National Bank; J.
Handy, president nroe Grocervy Company; W. C. Hilliard,

ent Monroe Rnrdmeompa‘nl);l . B. Blanks, president
@ ts and Farmers' Bank; John D. Painter, president
Planters' Oi Gommn%

Onachita City, La.: J. A, Peck, merchant.

Kentwood, La.: Banner Lumber Compu.nf‘. -

Shrevegcrt, La.: The Hicks Company, Limited, W. B. Ogilvie,
W. F. Taylor, Hunter Bros., Ardis & Co., and Crawfor , Jed-

& Booth, wholesale grocers.
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Neatchez, Miss.: Rumbile & Wensel v, 8. Geisenberger,
C. G. Miller, E. B. Foster, P. Bn?.f’;”ﬁﬁ‘h h Jacobs, P, Ban.
inetta, A, F. Jacobs & Bro., Stockman Grocery Company,

. H. Pritchard & Co.. Chas. Zerkowsky. Dreyfus Mercan
Company, Postlethwaite & Chase, Charles Meeks, R. Viener
& Co., M. E. Peelesta, B. J. Byrne. Frank Tudoree, B. Kull-
man, A. Beer & Co., Frank Howe, L. Lowenburg & Co., Wm.
James, Perrault & Maher. Julinse W. Roos, David Launb, R.J.

Thompson, A. J. Smith, Miller & Ruoff, The Mallery Grocery
Com;{lan)’ (by D. B. Bisland, treasurer), and Chas. H. Schelle,
merchants.

Eoscinsko, Miss.: W, B. Potas Company, 8. Abraham & Co., 8. P.
Kissimer, W. A. Stingly, L. B. Rosenthal, J. H. Collier. J. Miles
Boyd, C. B. Gregory, Wm. Shanks, Du Bard & Smith, G. W.
8mith, P. 8. Edmonds, J. N. Alexander, W. A. Gilliland & Co.,
A. E. Kelly, W. G. Boswell, and W. J. Brown Bros. & Co.,

acksom, Miss.: W. W. Morrison, B. M. McElroy, A. Zehnder. 8.
Virden, J. & B. Hart, Rathiff Grocery Company, Wm. Clan-

. Joo Ascher, Thos. P. Barr. H. M. Kernaghan, D. W.
ﬁ!hnm & Co., D. G. Pattin, E. Virden, T. J. Mitchell, jr.,
Canton, Miss.: C. L. Gross, Jones & Bros., D. & L. K. Levy, W. K.

Baldwin, P. Trolio, A. Hiller, lsador Gross, 8. Pulinsky, H.
Gmn;:r. Luckett & Hall, C. Wohner, and I. Hesdorfler,
merchants,

Macon, Miss.: A. Klaus, J. W. Klaus, J. L. Klaus, Z. T. Dorrah,
Jno. W. Carr, E. V. Yates, Jas. C. Bush, R. B. Wovorly, R.
Breider, J. L. Cruce, J.W. Pntté, F. M. Chapman, Chas. Har-
din.J. . Griges. T.8, Murphey, K, O, Batchelar, C.C, Sessions,
Louis Frank, T. E. Woodward, J. 8. Scott, N. H. Harrison,
T. N.Cole, Benj. Klaus, S, J. Feibleman, J. Holliery, F. E. Carle-
ton, H. L. Owens, W. H. Helm, W. B. Stewart, W. N. Jones. Jno.
D. Dolhew, Sam. Hamerstein, D. Owens, C. L. Heinrich, Wm.
‘White, W. 8. Frunur, J. C. Cavett, L. ¥. Holberg, dno. A.

son, Macon Mercantile Company, N. Scales, D. W. Smoot, W.

. Beales, J. P. Triplett, T. P. Crymer, W. P, Calmes, B. Kedal-

tin, i:p, W. E. Stokes, C. B. Ames. (. L. Conuer, J. L. Ho}hm-g,

W. P, Skinner, J. R. , J. F. Jones, D. W. Dent, W. 8.

. W.. 0. J. E. Rives, 8. P. Fant, Joo. Chappell,

D. B. Scarborough, R. C. Humerstein, W. J. Phelps, R. Hamer-

stein, J. J. Haumerstein, W. H. Helm, Threefoot Bros. & Co.,

Winner f Meyer, Sam. Lyle, and Jos. Baum & Son Company,
merchants.

Crystal Springs, Miss.: Lotterhos & Huber, T. D. Nicolson, J. C.
Smithl?r\i&".g& Wilkinson, W. H. Barron & Co., O. H. Spence,
and A. Oulif, merchants.

rds, Miss.: L. A. Moss, G. F. Waiblinger, B. . L.
Redfield, Wm. Price & Co.. A. J. Lewis, L. D. Freese, J..J. Gald,
J. B. Howie, F. Angelo, W. G. Radfield. M. W. P. Pool. Jno.
D. Butler, 8. J. Birdsong, J. D. White, Jas. D. Hagan, R. H.
Nolblin, J. K. Robb, Jno. E. P. Pool, W. 0. Dromgoos, D. V.
Howell, A. McCallum, and E. F, Crisler, merchants.
¥azoo City. Miss.: J. F. Powell, Hollingsworth Bros.. D..J. Dunn,
¥, Howard, Warren & Muntﬁometry Bros.. R. Hirseh & Co.,
Alex, Deck, F. Barksdale, T. A. Brown & Co., Brown & Troy,
J. H. Barnwell, D. A. Swayze & Co.. E. Summerfield, Jno. J.
North & Co., W. H. Hyatt, A. H. Courts, W. H. Richardson, H. S.
‘O'Reilly, M. W, Purnell, D. A James & Co., E. (. Olden & Co.,
F.§ and Bros., merchants.
Wicksburg, Miss.: R.L.Crook & Co., 8. C. Ragan & Co., B.Bchwars
& Co., L. M. Nicholson & Co., P. P, Willisms Company, Emile
Bonnelli, and Sherard Grocery Company, merchants,
Greenwood, Miss : W. W. McNeill. J. B. Redditt. Robt. Herman,
Hendeson Baird, Joe Stein, Anstin & Peuntain, Harron, R.T.
Jones & Co., Jno. Dalmer & Son, Thayer & Co.. L. T. Baskett,
H. Bernstein, W. L. Barrow, A. Casper, H. Lenoir, Sanl J.
Btein, E. Hyman & Bro., Stein Bros., and R. P. Greene L

chants.
Fayette, Miss.: B. Straas, N. Eilbott, C. Oooper, G. C. Fleming,
MeClure & , 8. Hirsh & Cu.. B. R Ltﬂdall*l{rswrg
Stephen, J. J, Gordon, F. Kranss, H. H. Meyer, and J, J, Lid-

, IET-

Lattimore & Ha
and Kelley & Carson,
H’nﬁo‘hn, Miss.: The Lanr
. K. Nettles, D. M Huff, J. E. Wolfe, 8. Cohn s
nolia Mercantile Company, Williams & Elliott, T. C. Simons
Co . and H. Hall, merchants. .
r Town, Miss.: Lampton Bros. & Co., merchants.
onticello, Miss.: Lampton Bros. & Rawls Company, Wm. Atkin-
son & Foxworth Company (Columbia, Miss ), and Wm. Atkin-
Bacot Oon‘ltpanht(hyka. Miss. ), merchants,
: dno. McGrath & Sons, A. C, Seavey, C.Heuck &
Bon, R. Abrahms, H i
) 5

Fy ¥
Grover &mﬁ . Pfeifer & Dreyfus, Jos. Heuck, Sherman &
Davis, k . hte Ma

=

en Zwirn, L. Cohen & Bro., Brookhaven

erck, I Lewsthal & Son, J. M. Wood, Max.
- Prielta:txch, Daniel & Willonghby, and Geo. Bowsky. mer-
Wesson, Mise.: The 1l & McGrath Company, Bank of

The Becker, Lye
Wesson, 8. P. Bloom, Wi, Atkinson & McDonald, W. L. Wel-
J. P. Remleuf, H. E. Pri Long & Co., Willinms

man, J. . rice,
Bros., and J. F. Patterson, merchants,

Durant, Miss.: Joo. A. Rosenberg, Durant Commercial Compamg.
Wm. Schild, Commercial Hotel, A. Schild. Joel Schild, C. H.
(askins, Mullen & Owen, M. L. Weems, E. W. McLellan, W. E.
McLellan & Bro., W. W. Bartn, and J. illes, merchants.

Hdﬁ% Springs, Miss.: P. H. Fant and Jno. E. Anderson, merchants.

Camden, Ark.: Geo. 1. Ritchie, Thomas D. Thomson, and M. G-
Williams, wholesalo grocers.

Eldorado, Ark.: E. C. Wilson & Co., merchants.

ou]:‘.h. V'ES'I;h qligw I move, iffl ]mive not alreafi_y done so,s:i:};t strike
ara 283, on page 82, for the purpose of putting: apon
the tpree ];‘;:. and on thgtol ask for thapye?s and I?a}'a. K 3

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall not detain the
BSenate by any lengthy argument at this time on this question;
but it does seem to me that it is one that is entitled to seriouscon-
sideration at the hands of the Senate.

Mercantile Com any, V. A, Daniel,
& Son -

The amount of the domestic production of salt in this country
is more than a million and a half of tons, and the total importa-
tions are only a little over 200,000 tons, Sinoce saltwas put on the
free list, in 1894, there have been large amounts of capital invested
in salt manufacturing. People who have been familiar with the
business from their childhood, people who have been engaged in
salt manufacturing for years, are investing large sumns of money
now in New York and in Michigan in building new salt works.

The American production has enormously increased since salt
was put on the free list. The American salt makers have the
mariets of this country absolutely in all the North. The cost of
delivering a sack of Liverpool salt in New York is abont 82 cents.
The New Yorkers can sell the same kind of salt for about 72 cents
in New York, as claimed by the trade. The expense of bringing
salt from abroad is, of eourse, considerable, and, taking that into
consideration, it gives all the protection that the American salt
producers ought to ask. Then, when you take into consideration
the fact that the great bulk of the consumption of salt, estimated
at 70,000,000 bushels, is in the great interior, the enormous ad-
vantage is in favor of the American producers in all the interior
points over what they have on the seaboard.

There is but one section of this country where this is not the
case. The English salt makers can lay their salt down cheaper in
the Southern States than can the Northern salt makers, because
the expense of transporting it from the Northern salt works to
the Southern States is larger in proportion than the ocean trans-
portation from England to the South. Of the 220,000 tons of salt
gtl)lp;!;bed into this country, more than 120,000 are imported into the

uth,

The effect of the adoption of this graph will be simply to
increase the costof the salt consu by the Southern people. It
will not bring salt into the Northern States, because the manu-
facturers of salt in that section of the country absolutely control
the market now.

I have here statements made by salt manufacturers, which show
the cost in detail of manufacturing and delivering salt at impor-
tant commercial centers all through the country, showing that
American salt can be made and laid down cheaper than it can be
brought from abroad. There is absolutely no room for competi-
tion in the Northern market; it isa matter of no concern whatever,
and the salt makers themselves would not have asked for the im-
position of this tax to affect the salt in the Northern States. Itis
simply for the purpose of compelling the le who are already
having a hard enough time in the Sonthern States to an in-
creased price for salt that this tax was put upon it, as Ii{im.
 Mr. President, the hour is late, and while this is & wonderfully
interesting subject, and one which ought to attract the attention
of all Senators, I shall not detain the Senate now by going elabo-
rately into this question; but I wish to call the attention of Sena-
tors to the importations of salt.

In 1884 there were imported into this country 416,000 tons; in
1885, 370.000 tons; in 1886, 365,000 tons. The importation steadily
decreased, year by year, down to 1894, when it came to 154,000
tons. In 18935, after salt had gone on the free list, there was an
increase in the importation, and it went from 154.000 tons to 221,-
000 tons, and in 1806 it reached 246,000 tons. At the same time
there was an increase in the domestic production of salt, while
salt was free, of 231,000 tons; showing that the inerease is enor-
mously more rapid in the development of the domestic production
than it is in the importation of foreign salt.

The statement is made in these papers that salt is delivered free
on board cars at a dollar and a huli? a ton. The freight cost, as
stated by the merchants, has been in no instance less than 6 shil-
lings,and in alimost every instance 6 shillings and 6 pence, making
§1.62, the freight across the ocean thus amounting to more than
the price of the salt, American made, delivered on the cars,
There is logv]i.er cent protection in the transportation alone across
the ocean, which seems to me in all conscience to be enongh.

Every human being, every domestic animal, every man, woman,
and child, is compelled to use salt. It is an art.ic{a of universal
use; it goes into every home and isused at every meal. 1t is nsed
for all domestic purposes,

‘Why we should now undertake to increase the cost of this arti-
cle, an absolute necessary of life, when the natural conditions ex-
isting give the producers of it a protection of more than 100 per
cent is be%)oeml my comprehension, unless we stop to think that it
seems to the policy of the Republican party, wherever and
whenever they see the possibility of levying a tax on the many for
the benefit of the few, that they will avail themselves of every
sach opportunity. While it is the case now in this conntry that
foreizn salt can not interfere with the American production, ‘ex-
cept in the Southern States, there seems to be a desire to seize
every opportunity to levy a species of blackmail on those who eat
their bread in the sweat of their faces all the days of their lives in
the Sonthern States, for the pnrpose of increasing the price to be

id to certain salt manufacturers of thisconntry, when, after all,

r. President, the result is no benefit to the salt producer. The
transportation companies intervene befween the two; and we
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know how adept they are in turning whatever advantages the
conditions may offer to their own use and profit.

I think that in the whole compass of this bill there is not a single
provision which is more absolutely indefensible than this one of
the tax on salt.

I should be glad to have the Senate consider some of the numer-
ous arguments, some of the reasons and illustrations, which are as
thick as blackberries in their season, why salt should remain on
the free list; butI shall not trespass on the time or the patience of
the Senate at this late hour to present them. I shall only repeat
that I have letters on my desk from American salt manufacturers
themselves, men who have put their money in Michigan salt works
and in New York salt works, and who are handling salt by the
ton, who say they have invested their money in the produnction of
salt under free salt, and they state distinctly and clearly that they
want no tax on salt; that they are perfectly satisfied that they can
hold their own against anybody anywhere, and that this market
can not be influenced by any outside importation; that it cuts no
figure whatever.

Mr. President, the majority of the committee think that salt
should be given free to packers of fish on the Atlantic Seaboard.
‘What is the reason why packers of fish should have salt free any
more than packers of beef? Why should the packers of fish have
salt free any more than the men who want to use-.it for food?
There is no reason for it that I can see except that that section of
the country and its representatives are vigilant and active in look-
ing after their local interests, and they have been in the habit in
all tariff bills as they have been passed of making discriminations
against the balance of the country and in favor of certain sections
under their own particular care.

I sivcerely hope that the patriotism of the Senate will be suffi-
cient to prevent the perpetration of this great wrong by putting
=0 monstrous a proposition as this upon the statute books, when
it is clear that it can have but one effect, and that is to tax again
an already overtaxed and overburdened people in one locality in
this country. I demand the yeas and nays on this proposition.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have already
been ordered on the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr,
VEsT] to strike out paragraph 283,

The Secretar&proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH].

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the junior SBenator from Massachusetts [Mr. LobpGE] to the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH}, and vote ““yea.”

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the
. senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmitH], and I transfer my
pair to the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], and

-‘-om “E‘g-”

Mr. NNEY (when the name of Mr. Harris of Kansas was
called). I was requested by the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr.
Harris] to announce that he is paired with the Semafor from
Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. -

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. TILLMAN'S name was called). I
was requested by the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
TiLLMAN] to announce his pair with the Senator from Nebraska

. THURSTOQN].
Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an-
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina

> BUTLERl. If he were present, I should vote ““nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. THURSTON. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator
from South Carolina EM.r TiLLMAN] to the Senator from Kansas
[Mr. BAKER], and will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”

Mr. L AY. Except for the absence of my pair, the senior
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMirrLax], I should vote ‘* yea™
on this ition.

Mr. BURROWS. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator
from Louisiana 1[Mr, CAFFERY | to the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
Joxges], and will allow my vote to stand.

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
CLARK], who is unavoidably absent, is paired with the junior
Senator from Kansas [Mr, HARRIS].

Mr, SEWELL (after having voted in the negative). Has the
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MiTCHELL] voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted.

Mr. SEWELL. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that
Senator.

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows:

YEAS-24,
Bacon, Fanlkner Mallory, Roach,
Bate, Gray, . Mills, o Turner,
Berry. Heitfeld, Morgan, . Turpie,
g]];ﬂton, %unes. Ark. IP;&:;;EP, %ﬁihﬂ ;
enney, ettigrew,
Cockrell, McLaurin, Pettus, White,
NAYS-—3L.
Allison, Chandler, Deboe, Foraker,
Burrows, Cullom, Elkins, Frye,
Carter, Davis, Fairbanks, G o

Gear, Mason, %B]ay. Thurston,
Hawley, Nelson, itchard, Warren,

OAT, Penrose, tor, Wetmore,
MeBride, Perkins, Shoup, ‘Wilson,
McEnery, Platt, Conn. Spooner,

NOT VOTING—3L

Aldrich, Gorman, Lodge, Bewell,
Allen, Hale, McMillan, Smith,
Baker, Hanna, Mantle, Btewar
Butler, Hansbrough, Martin, Teller,
Caffery, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Tillman,
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Wellington,
Clark, Jones, Nev. M\zrph};. Wolcott.
Daniel, Kyle, Platt, N. Y.
George, Lindsay, Rawlins,

So Mr. VEsT's amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, on page 83, paragraph 284, line 2
before the word ** cents,” to strike out ** two” and insert *“one and
one-half;” so as to make the paragraph read:

284, Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance produced,
fit for use as starch, 1{ cants per pound. :

Mr. WHITE. I have received a letter on this subject. Iam
not personally aware of the technical matters referred to in the
communication, but I'will read it, so that if it affords any informa-
tion to the committee it may be acted upon:

MivToN, MAss., May 12, 1597.

DeARr B1rR: We notice that by section 284 of the tariff hill as reported tothe
Senate, a duty of 14 cents per pound is levied on starch, and that by section

‘:!8]5 a like duty is levied upon ** dextrine, burnt starch. gum substitute, or Brit-
ish gum. "

e wish to call your attention to the illogical nature of these duties as
compared with each other.

Starch is the raw material of dextrine and of British gums, and is the only
material which in any way affects their weight. In the course of manufac-
ture the raw starch is first treated with chemicals, which do not in the slight-
est degree add to its weight, and it is then subjected for a considerable length
of time to an intense heat, which converts it either into dextrine or Brit
gum, according to the nature of the chemicals applied.

The inevitable result of thisprocess isa shrinkaﬁn of from 15to 223103‘ cent,
20 that it takes much more than 1 pound of starch to make 1 pound of dex-
trine, or British gum. Therefore, while we reczive protection to the amonng
of 1} cents per pound on our manufactured Eroduct. we pay a duty of about
2 ¢cents per pound on the raw material which enters into that pound of man-
ufactured product. making an actual discrimination against the domestic
manufacturer of about one-half cent per pound.

This, we submit, is an injustice and hardship to which we should not be
subjected. The resunlt of this system of duties 1s typically illustrated in the
potato-dextrine trade. The discrimination against the American manufac-
turers turns over to the German manufacturers practically the whole of a
large business which, with a logical tariff, we believe that the American
manufacturers would entirely control. *

‘We feel that the change which we ask is a matter of simple
trust that we may rely upon your assistance in kaving a dut
dextrine, burnt starch, gnm substitute, or British gums one-
pounud higher than npon starch; in other words, if the dut;
mains at 14 cents per pound, the duty on dextrine and Britis
be 2 cents pmig]und.

Respectiully, yours,
HORATIO N. GLOVER & SON.

Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE,

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

The letter issigned by Horatio N. Glover & Son, manufacturers
of dextrine, British gums, gnm substitute, Milton, Mass.

I called the attention of the anthor of this letter to the fact
that the same discrimination obtained in previous laws, and he
said that was undoubtedly the fact, but nevertheless the state-
ment he made is absolutely accurate. I suggest whether. under
thisshowing, if the statement be correct, and I believeitis from a
respectable firm, the duties ought to remain as theyare. True, it
has been so heretofore, but that would scarcely afford an argun-

ment. -

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Cali-
fornia to the fact that under the act of 1890 the duty on starch is
2 cents and on burnt starch 11 cents.

Mr. WHITE. That is obviously wrong.

Mr. ALLISON. It would seem to be obviously wrong. Yet
there was no special complaint about it, because in the act of 1894
the only correction made was to put the two on an equality, It
may be that what this gentleman statesistrue. Itevidently must
cost something to burn the starch.

Mr. WHITE. It will be observed that in the statement which
I just read the writer mentions one large line of manufacturing
which is being conducted wholly abroad now because of a dis-
cerimination of that kind. It seems to me that if wecan we ought .
to rectify it. However, I do not make any motion. I merely at-
tract the attention of the Senator to the subject. Perhaps when
the bill reaches the Senate an amendment might be drawn.

Mr. ALLISON. Would the Senator suggest a higher duty on
dextrine?

Mr. WHITE. I would suggestalower duty on starch, to equal-
ize it in that way.

Mr. ALLISOﬁ. I think the Senator might find difficulty on our
side of the Chamber, and probably on his, in attempting to reduce
the dnt%_on starch.

Mr. WHITE. IfIwerepursuing the theory of the Senator from
[owa, I should raise it on the second section.

Mr. FRYE. That is what the Senator from Iowa ought to do.

Mr. WHITE. I will allow it to remain as it is.

ustice, and
evied upon

cent per
on starch re-
gums should
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Mr. ALLISON. Verﬁwell; and we will see about if later.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance.
The amendment was agreed to.
. _The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Finance was, on page 83, line 3, paragraph 285,
before the word ¢ cents,” to strike out ** two” and insert * one and
one-half;” so as to make the paragraph read:

285&Daxt-rine. burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gnm, 1} cents per
pound.

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, in paragraph 286, line 8, after the
word ‘“pound,” to strike out—

Sweet marjoram, 3 cents per pound; summer savory, coriander seed, and
thyme, one-half of 1 cent per pound.

So as to make the paragraph read: ,

286. Spices: Mustard, gronnd or prepared, in bottles or otherwise, 10 cents
per pound; capsicum or red pepper, or cayenne pe'%par. 2} cents per pound;
sage, 1 cent per pound; spices not specially provided for in this act, 3 cents
per pound.

The amendment was agreed to. . )

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 12, to insert a
new paragraph, as follows:

288}, Tea, 10 cents per pound, until January 1, 1900; after that date tea
ghall be admitted free of duty.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph may be passed over.
It will be observed that it is only a temporary duty, intended to
bridge over a deficiency that may occur for the first year or two.
I hope that during the progress of the bill we may dispense with
this duty. I am not quite g;epared to suggest it, however, so I
ask that the ,ph may be passed over. ;

‘Mr. WHITE. Isimply wish, for the information of the Senate,
to call attention to a few remarks made by the distinguished Sena-
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] during 1894, in reference

“to this very matter. In criticising the Democratic side he made
use of this phraseology:

If it be the purpose of this amendment to raise revenue, if it is a necessity,
as I claim it is not—

Referring to sugar—
toraise additional revenue, why not take some other means? There area
thousand methods open to the Uongress which are certainly preferable to
this one. Why not impose a higher duty upon whisky if revennue is a neces-
sity? Why not increase the tux upon heer? The tax of §1.50 a barrel upon
beer would give approximately as much revenue as the pro d duty apon
sugar. Who would be hurt by the im tion of a tax like tﬁat? Not all the
people of the United States, becanse tl ﬂf are not obliged to buy bLeer.

I showed in some statements which | made to the Senate a week or ten
days ago that the absolute reductions in taxes by this bill as it now stands
upon pure luxuries is 000,000, or an approximate sum to that which is
proposed to be im by the bill upon sugar. Think of the monstrons
proposition of reducing the duties upon cosmetics, upon artificial feathers
and flowers, upon fine laces and embroideries, upon silk clothing, and upon
all that class of articles, in order to furnish an execuse for the imposition of a
tax upon sugar! What justification can you find in the judgment of the
American people for this action?

I refer to an extract in the same connection and bearing directly
upon the tea tax.

Again—

He says—
it it 1snecessar§- to secure revenue, as I believe 4t is not, why not add to the
tax on tobacco?! You can easily get_from an additional tax on tobacco all the
revenue which it is proposed to derive from the tax on sugar. Wh¥ not, if
revenue is mmay and you do not care to levy a tax u]ﬁ:on anything pro-
duced in the United States, impose a duty on tea and coffee? A duty of 10
cents a pound on tea would never reach the consumer of tea throngh an ad-
dition to price, as tea which can be jm%orbad to-day at from 10 to I2 cents a
pound is sold £t retail mainly at from 40 to 5) cents a pound.

You might impose a duty upon tea of 10 cents a pound and it would reduce

- the profits of the importers or of the distributors of tea in the United States;
‘but when yoa impose a duty upon sugar, so closeis the competition u Pon sugar
that whatever you add to the duty, as shown so clearly by the distingnished

Benator from Kansas [Mr. Peffer] yesterday, is certainly and inevitably
added to the price to the consumer, wherever he may be located. There

no dispute whatever about this proposition, and there ean be none.

Thinking that possibly the propoesition might be overlooked by
Senators upon the other side, 1 call attention to the snggestion
thus made by the distingunished Senator from Rhode Island, that
it was unnecessary to tax sugar, that a tax upon tea and beer
would answer the purposes much better,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, paragraph
2863 will be passed over. The Chair hears fione, and it will be so
ordered.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
fhe Conimittee on Finance was, in paragraph 287, line 16, before
dhe word * gallon,” to inserf the word “proof;” and in line 17,
after the word ‘““standard,” to insert * proof;” so as to make the
paragraph read:

287. Vinegar, T4 cents per proof gallon. The standard proof for vinegar
shall be taken w‘ne that strength which requires 85 grain.s%t bicarbonatag?:r

potash to neutralize 1 ounce troy of vinegar.
The amendment was agreed to.
Mr. ALLISON. I will not press the consideration of the bill
further to-night.
Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask unanimous consent to go back to
the first paragraph of the bill in order to offer an amendment in
-

the morning, which I wish to have printed in the REcorp. I was
not present when that part of the bill was acted upon; it was not
possible for me to be here; and I have an amendment which I
wish to offer, and I should like to have it voted on in the momin%.
It relates to the first paragraph of the bill. I will send the amend-
ment to the desk in order that it may be read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. After the word * prescribed,” in line 9, page
1, it is proposed to insert:

Provided, That only 75 per cent of the duties imposed by this act shall be
collected on imports from countries whose mints are open to the free and
unlimited eoinage of Eold and silver at the rate of 16 grains of fine silver equal
in value to 1 grain of fine gold.

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimons consent that we may go back to
that part of the bill in the morning, in order that we may have a
vote on the amendment.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut and others. Oh, no.

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from Texas will not press

that request at this moment. The amendment may lead to some '

debate. I think very likely it will. There are very many things
which have already been passed over, and it is not wise to discuss
the amendment the Senator from Texas has offered.

Mr. MILLS. I will ask to have the amendment printed in the
RECORD as one which I shall offer to the bill at the proper time.

Mr. ALLISON, To that I have no objection.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has been read, and
it will therefore appear in the RECORD, '

: EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 85
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday,
June 17, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. :

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senafe June 16, 1897.
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY,

Stewart L. Woodford, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain, vice
Hannis Taylor, resigned.

CONSUL.

Julins Goldschmidt, of Wisconsin, to be consul-general of the
United States at Berlin, Germany, vice Charles de Kay, resigned.
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS.

John R. Puryear, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for
the port of Paducah, in the State of Kentucky, to succeed Felix
G. Rudolph, resigned.

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.

Levi M. Willcutts, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for
the district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota, in place of Emil
Olund, removed.

AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT.

Frank H. Morris, of Ohio, to be Aunditor for the Navy Depart-
ment, to sncceed William H. Pugh, resigned.

ASSISTANT AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA.

James C. Boatman, of California, to be assistant agent at the
salmon fisheries of Alaska, office created by the sundry civil ap-
propriation act approved June 4, 1897.

AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA.

Howard M. Kutchin, of California, to be nt at the salmon
fisheries of Alaska, office created by the sundry civil appropria-
tion act approved June 4, 1897,

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,
General officer.

Col. Anson Mills, Third Cavalry, to be brigadier-general, June

16, 1897, vice Mizner, retired from active service.
Quartermasier’s Depariment,

First Lieut. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Third Cavalry, to be
assistant quartermaster, with the rank of captain, June 16, 1897,
vice Pope, nominated for promotion,

Maj. John Simpson, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermaster-
general, with the rank of lientenant-colonel, June 11, 1897, vice
Forsyth, retired from active service.

Capt. James Worden Pope, assistant quartermaster, to be
quartermaster, with the rank of major, June 11, 1897, vice Simp-
son, promoted.

Cavalry arm.

First Lient. Thomas Jefferson Lewis, Second Cavalry, to be

captain, June 13, 1897, vice Kingsbury, Second Cavalry, deceased.

cond Lient. William Franklin Clark, Seventh Cavalry, to be
ﬁrstt';e'liieuhenani:, June 13, 1897, vice Lewis, Second Cavalry, pro-
moted.
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Artillery arm. i
Capt. James Chester, Third Artillery, to be major, June 7,1897,
vice Darling, Third Artillery, retired from active service.
First Lieut. John Deane Charles Hoskins, Third Artillery,to be
captain, June 7, 1897, vice Chester, Third Artillery, promoted.
econd Lient. Archibald Campbell, Third Artillery, to be first
lieutenant, June 7, 1897, vice Hoskins, Third Artillery, promoted.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 16, 1897,
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE.
Frank G. Deckabach, of Ocosta, Wash., to be register of the
land office at Olympia, Wash. ;
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS.
John O'B. Scobey, of Olympia, Wash., to be receiver of public
moneys at Olympia, Wash.

POSTMASTERS.
Cassius C. Pillsbury, to be postmaster at West Superior, in the
county of las and State of Wisconsin.
Reuben J. Mott, to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania.
George H. Swearingen, to be postmaster at Dunbar, in the
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania,

SENATE.
THURSDAY, June 17, 1897.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. -
Prayer by Rev. HugH Jonxstox, D. D., of the city of Wash-

ton.
Mr. HENrRY M. TELLER, a Senator from the State of Colorado,
appeared in his seat to-day.
On motion of Mr. DA’ , and by unanimous consent, the read-
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Joseph Dobbins and 86
other citizens of Worcester, ., employed in the carpet mills
of M. J. W. Whithall, praying for the early enactment of a pro-
tective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massachu-
setts, remonstrating against the proposed duty of §2 per thousand
feet upon lumber; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massachu-
setts, remonstrating n.%ari;lst any increase in the present rate of
duty on Ibn]dia tanned skins for morocco; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Auxiliary of the
Young Men's Christian Association of Somerville, Mass., praying
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the reproduction of
prize fights by means of the kinetoscope; which was ordered to lie
oa the table.

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Min-
neapolis, Minn., and a petition of 103 citizens of Lake Crystal,
Minn., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill;
which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of 49 citizens of Rochester, Minn.,
remonstrating against the passage of a clause in the pending
tariff bill providing for the nse of stamps on bank checks; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi-
zens of Rifton Glen, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a
protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York
City, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ran-
dolph, Vt., praying for the earliest possible passage of a protective-
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Millers’ National
Association of the United States, praying for the adoption of a
reciproeity clanse in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

- He also presented a petition of the Rohlfing Sons’ Music Com-
ny and other importers of musical merchandise of Milwankee,
is., praying that the customs dnty on musical instruments and

parts for the same be provided for at the rate of 35 per cent ad
valorem; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented memorials of the Krause Shoe Company, of
Milwaukee; of the Racine Shoe Company, of Racine, and of the
Atwell Shoe Company, of Milwaukee, all in the State of Wisconsin,
remonstrating against an import duty on raw goatskins; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. GALLINGER Igresenteﬂ a memorial of the Laconia Lmnber
Works, of Laconia, N. H., and a memorial of W, P. Gardner &
Co., of Concord, N. H., remonsfrating against the proposed duty
oﬁ stsa 11: thousand feet on lumber; which were ordered to lie on
the e,

Healso presented a memorial of Woodbury Bros., of New Hamp-
shire, remonstrating against an increase in the present rate of
duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of W. D. Brackett & Co., of Boston,
Mass., praying for the imposition of a duty on goatskins; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. VEST presented memorials of the Amalgamated Wood
Workers, the Bailding and Trade Council, the Union of United
Brewers’ Workingmen's Association, and sandry other organiza-
tions of St. Lonis, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro-
kerage; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce,

Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of E. J. Hart & Co. and
1,094 other citizens of Louisiana. remonsirating against the enact-
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce.

Mr. TURPIE Presenteﬂ the petition of J. O, Perrin and sundry
other citizens of Lafayette, Ind., praying for the enmactment of
legislation authorizing the President ofnﬁm United States to ap-
point a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) mone-
tary convention; which was referred to the Committee on Finance,

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Terre Haute,
Ind., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. MORGAN presented sundry memorials of citizens of Bir-
mingham, Ala., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla-
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage;
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. KYLE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Custer and
Goodwin, in the State of South Dakota, and a petition of sundry
citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a
protective-tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the table.
Ra}iir" n %%Tg fug £ thed ; 1pmmﬁm of ‘gﬁm?:rg

eigh, N. C., praying for the ear of the pen
bill; \%hit:h waslt)lrdared to lie on t.hi table. 1 o

He also presented the petition of Thomas J. Keith, of Charlotte,
N. C., praying that he be remunerated for services as night watch-
man at thtzmofﬁm af that city; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on ims.

Mr. PROCTOR presented the memorial of C. J. Hibbard, of
Newport, Vt., remonstrating against an increase in the present
rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goat-
skins; which was ordered to lie on the table.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. THURSTON, from the Select Committee on International
Expositions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 32)
accepting the invitation of the French Republic to take part in an
international exposition to be held in Paris in 1900 A. D., reported
it with an amendment, and submitted a re thereon.

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was
referred the bill (8. 1133) to pay the Richmond Locomotive and

ine Works its claim for ges and losses incurred in the
construction of the armored battle ship Texas, reported it without
amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce
to whom was referred the bill (5. 2041) to amend section 4336 of
the Revised Statutes of the United States, striking out *‘ twenty-
eight consecutive hours™ and * twenty-eight hours” and inserting
** forty consecutive hours” and * forty hours,” reported it without
amendment,

LANDS IN GREER COUNTY, OKLA.

Mr. CARTER. Upon the 19th of May the of the In-
terior addressed a communication to Congress requesting that the
time within which certain homestead settlers in Greer County,
Okla., should have the preference right to file on lands be ex-
tended for the period of six months., The extension was sought
because the land office could not be opened before the 1st day of
July, whereas under the existing law the prefévence right would
expire on the 18th day of that month. The intervening time, that
is, the space of time between the opening of the land office and
the expiration of the preference right nnder the law, is not ade-
quate toenable all of the seftlers to make their filings. The Com-
mittee on Public Lands unanimously report a bill granting the
extension as requested, and I ask unanimous consent for its pres-
ent consideration.

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object unless it leads to debate,
If it does, of course I must insist on the regular order,

Mr, COCKRELL. It will not lead to debate,
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